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Lorp ALVERsToNE, in his recent address to the Lord Mayor, 
treated the appointment of additional judges 
for the present state of things in the King’s Bench 


as the only remedy 
ivision. 
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FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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FREE, 


We venture to think that there is another effectual cure, and 
one which is in the hands of the learned judges themselves. If 
they would only consent to sacrifice, say, a fortnight at the end 
of their cherished Long Vacation, and devote it to the sitting by 
every one of them for the trial of actions before the circuits 
begin, we should hear little of arrears in the King’s Bench 


Division. 





A WELCOME novelty is presented in the Smoking Concert ‘‘ At 


uncil of the 











SECURE. 





FUNDS - - . - £4,100,000, INCOME - - - £500,000, 
YEARLY BusINESS nearly £2,000,000, BUSINESS IN FORCE - £15,232,000. 





TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Earl Hatssury (Lord High Chancellor of England). 
The Hon. Mr. Justice Kexewicn. 
His Honour Judge Bacon. 
Wirtuiam WILiiaMs, =~. 
Ricuarp Pryyineton, Esq., J.P. 


DIRECTORS. 
Bacon, His Honour Judge. Mathew, The Right Hon. Lord Justice. 
Raggallay, Claude, Esq.. K.C. Meek, A. Grant, Esq. (Devizes) 


Davey, The Right Hon. Lord. 
ane, Henry Bargrave, Esq., K.C. 


vizes). 
— The Right oe John W., K.C., 
Ellis-Danvers, Edmund Henry, Esq. 
Finch, Arth " ve 


M.P. 
Morrell, Frederic P, . (Oxford). 
Richard, Ba a , 


. ur J., Penni m, , Esq., 
Frere, Geo. Eager. Kaq. Rawle, Thomas, Esq. 
Healey, ©. E. H. Chadwyck, Esq.,K.C. | Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Esq. 
Johnson, Charles P., Esq. Tweedie, R. W., Esq. 
Kekewich, The Hon. Mr. Justice. Williams, Romer, Esq., J.P., D.L. 
Masterman, Henry Chauncy, Esq. Williams, William * 





Home” of the President, Vice-President, and 
Law Society on Thursday next, to meet the Princi Readers 
and Tutors, and students attending the society’s lectures and 
classes and the members of the Law Students’ Debating Society. 
In the course of the evening the President is to deliver a short 
address to the students, and is to present certificates of distinc- 
tion. The result can hardly fail to be beneficial in increasing 
the number of students in the new school of law. May we 
suggest that an occasional ‘‘ At Home” to London members of 
the society would be greatly appreciated ? 





Tue Lorp Outer Justice made some strong comments on the 
practice of not making a full disclosure of documents, in the case 
of Werners Motors (Limited) v. The Rudge Whitworth Cycle Co. 
(Limited), recently tried before him, which solicitors would do 
well to note. He said that an affidavit of documents was 
intended to be, not merely of a positive, but also of a negative 
character, shewing what documents the did not have in his 
ion, as well as those which he this point was too 
often overlooked; but he and the other judges were deter- 
niined that such affidavits of documents should not be treated as 
of no importance ; it often happened that no punishment followed 





the disregard of this rule from the fact that the non-disclosure 
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ceased to have any importance on the case. In the case befure 

him the matter was one of great importance, asif the defendants 
had seen these documents prior to the hearing, it was very 
probable that they might have reconsidered their position. To 
shew the strong feeling he had of the way the documents had 
been withheld, he gave judgment for the plaintiff company on 
the defendant company’s counterclaim, but without costs. 





In an action, tried last week in the King’s Bench Division, 
the plaintiff recovered damages for a libel alleged to be con- 
tained in a novel published by the defendant, and about the 
same time an officer was tried by court-martial in Germany for 
having, in a book which he had published, libelled the superior 
officers in a garrison town. We are not familiar with actions 
for defamatory matter in novels, though it is commonly 

rted that some of the most repulsive characters in the works 
of our leading novelists were modelled on real persons. The 
reason is probably. to be found in the fact that there was no 
ground for inferring any personal malice on the part of the dis- 
tinguished authors of those works against the person whose 
character was depicted, and the great risk which any such person 
would run, if he brought an action, of incurring ridicule by 
accepting part of the description as applying to himself. But 
the case is wholly different where it may reasonably be assimed 
that the origin of the book was in the personal spite of the 
writer, and not in any desire for literary fame. hether the 
person assailed in a manner so indirect as this would gain more 
sympathy with the public by leaving the matter untouched, we 
need not consider. But no exception could be taken in a court 
of law to his claim for redress. 





Tue case of Monson v. Tussauds (Limited) (1894, 1 Q. B. D. 
671), in which the plaintiff, who had been tried in Scotland on a 
charge of murder by shooting with a gun, the jury returning a 
verdict of ‘‘ Not proven,” brought an action for libel against the 
proprietors of an exhibition of wax figures, and applied for an 
interlocutory injunction to restrain the defendants from exhibit- 
ing a portrait model of himself pending the trial of the action, 
has been followed by the Chancery Division of the Supreme 
Court of Ontario in a case the facts of which were peculiar. In 
this case, Quirk v. Dudley, the plaintiff, Jennrz Quirk, brought 
her action against Watrer Dupiry and Guapys Dun ey, claiming 
damages for slander, and an injunction to restrain the defendants 
from in any way mentioning or alluding to the death of the 
plaintiff's husband or the circumstances attending the same at a 
series of entertainments which were then being given by the 
defendants. The affidavit of the plaintiff stated that her 
husband, James Quirk, at the time of his death was in partner- 
ship with one Tootz; that his death had caused a great sensation 
at the place of his residence, and had given rise to various 
rumours, some of which placed the responsibility for his death 
upon Tooxz and the plaintiff; that at one of the entertainments 
given by the defendants the defendant Gurapys Duptey, while 
sup to be in a trance, assumed to give an account of the 
death of Jawzs Quirk, saying that he had been killed by a 
supposed friend, and that she could, if asked, give the name of 
the friend and give further particulars which would still further 
injure the plaintiff's reputation. In support of the application 
it was urged that the effect of the entertainment was to suggest 
that the plaintiff was in some way mixed up with the death of 
her husband. The argument on the opposite side was that the 
court would not interfere by injunction in a case where no 
question of property was involved, and that to grant the applica- 
tion would be to. invade the province of the jury. The court 
granted the injunction, holding that there was undoubtedly 
Jurisdiction to restrain a defendant from making defamatory 
statements, whether oral or in writing, though each case would 
require careful consideration. We are not sorry that the court 
should extend its preventive jurisdiction in the case of similar 
entertainments which too often pander to a morbid appetite on 
the part of a large section of the public. 





In « wore last week we commented upon a statement reported 
to have been made by a coroner during an inquest upon the 





body of a person who had committed suicide. ‘This person had 
left a letter in which he said that it was his wish that the 
authorities of St. George’s Medical School ‘‘should accept his 
mortal remains in the interests of science.’ The writer added, “I 
have the right to dispose of my body.” When this passage was 
read, the coroner observed: ‘‘ That is got so. He cannot leave 
his body as he wishes.” We expressed our opinion that this 
statement was in accordance with the judgment of Kay, J., in 
Williams v. Williams (20 Oh.D. 659). An esteemed correspondent 
now calls our attention to the Anatomy Act, 1832, and submits 
that what the coroner said was contrary to section 8 of that Act 
(2 & 3 Will. 4,c. 75). Our note did not occupy much space, 
and we did not think it necessary to add that the relations of the 
deceased were anxious to take charge of the body, and to 
remove it to the United States (where they lived) for the 
purpose of burial. This being the case, we think that the 
statement of the coroner is not open to objection. Section 8 
enacts that “if any person in writing at any time during 
his life shall direct that his body after death be examined 
anatomically, and if such direction be made known 
to the person having lawful possession of the dead body, 
then such last mentioned party shall direct such examina- 
tion to be made . unless the deceased person’s surviving 
husband or wife, or nearest known relative, or any one or more 
of such person’s nearest known relatives shall require 
the body to be interred without such examination.” The 
section undoubtedly gives some effect to the wish of the 
deceased that his body should undergo anatomical examination 
by directing that this wish shall prevail—unless after his death 
his relatives require that the body shall be interred without 
such examination. But the fact remains that the deceased has 
not an uncontrolled power to give effect to this wish, and the 
statement of the coroner was not inconsistent with the section, 
though it would probably have been better to have made some 
reference to it. 





AtTHouGH messages by telegraph and telephone have for 
many years been extensively employed in the transaction of 
business, we find few cases in the English law reports and 
digests as to the liability for mistakes in the delivery of 
messages. In Playford v. United Kingdom Telegraph Co. (L. R. 
4 Q. B. 706), an ice merchant, who desired to sell a cargo of ice, 
requested another merchant to send him an offer for the cargo 
by telegraph. An offer was sent by telegram from the defend- 
ant’s office. In reading off the message at the defendant’s office 
in London, a mistake was made in the figure, and the telegram 
sent to the plaintiff represented the offer to be 27s., instead of 
23s., per ton. The plaintiff, in acceptance of the supposed offer, 
sent the cargo, end upon discovering the mistake, brought an 
action to recover from the defendants the damages which he had 
sustained. The court held that the obligation of the company 
to use due skill and care in the transmission of the message 
arose entirely out of the contract; that the contract was made 
with the merchant who sent the telegram ; that the defendants 
forwarded it on their own behalf and not as agents, and that the 
plaintiff, who was a stranger to the action, could not recover. 
This decision was followed in Dickson v. Reuter’s Telegraph 
Co. (2 C. P. D, 62) and in Henkel v. Pape (L. R. 6 Ex. 7), where 
a message for transmission by telegraph ordering goods was 
written by the defendant, and it was held that he was not 
responsible for a mistake of the telegraph clerk in the trans- 
mission of the message, as the telegraph companies were only 
agents to transmit messages in the terms in which the senders 
delivered them. It is obvious that the effect of these decisions 
is to leave the sender who has sustained damage by a mistake 
in the delivery of a message without any remedy against either 
the sender or the telegraph company. 4 





Tue peEcistons in the United States have taken a wider view 
of the rights of the recipient of a telegraphic message, but we 
cannot say that we regard them as wholly satisfactory. In Western 
Union Telegraph Co. v. Flint River Lumber Co. (88 American St. 
Rep. 36) it appears to have been held, in accordance with pre- 
vious authorities, that if a message is delivered to a telegraph 
company containing an offer to sell merchandize at a certain 
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rice, and the company so transmits it as to contain an offer at a 
. price, the sender is bound to furnish the merchandize at the 
latter price, and he may recover from the telegraph company the 
damage sustained by compliance with the offer. This decision is 
apparently based upou some theory that the telegraph company 
isin a certain sense the agent of the sender. It cannot, of 
course, be contended that the company is in any sense a general 
agent to make contracts on behalf of those who use the 
telegraph as a means of communication, and the agency must 
therefore be in the nature of a special agency. If this be the 
case, the agency being of a limited character and created 
only for the purpose of communicating to the sendee the exact 
terms of the telegram as delivered, it would not be within the 
scope of the authority of such an agent to communicate a 
different message. We look to the American authority for 
explanation, and find it stated that “commercial business being 
now conducted to so great an extent by telegraph, a merchant 
would lose business and credit if he did not settle in accordance 
with the offer actually made, though by mistake of the agency 
he used to convey it, and when he does so settle in good faith, 
and is induced to do so by the negligence of the telegraph com- 
pany, through its servants, that company ought to respond to 
him in damages.” This reasoning seems to us to the 
argument of convenience beyond its natural limits, and to dis- 
regard the general rule as to the remoteness of damage. If the 
English decisions involve any hardship, the true remedy would 
probably be, not in an artificial agency, but in subjecting the 
telegraph companies or authorities to a statutory duty towards 
anyone who is injured by their carelessness, irrespective of any 
question of contract. 





Tue Hiex Courr has this week dealt with several parlia- 
mentary registration cases, on appeal from revising barristers, 
which shew some points of interest. Apart from the perennial 
trouble with lodgers, few questions come more frequently before 
the revising barristers than those affecting the position of a man 
who lives in a house which is the property of his wife. 
It has been firmly established for many years that an 
occupier of any land or premises is not entitled to the 
franchise in respect of such occupation, unless he occupies 
either as owner or as tenant. Where a man lives in a house 
of which his wife is owner, he clearly does _ not, 
as a rule, occupy in either capacity, even though he is the sole 
breadwinner, pays the rates and all household expenses, and 
owns the furniture. These were the facts in the case of Halli 
v. Michelmor: (46 Soutorrors’ Journat, p. 70), heard by the 
High Court in 1901. It was argued in that case, in support 
of the husband’s claim to a vote, that from the facts it must 
be implied that he was a tenant at will of his wife. The High 
Court, however, refused to take this view, and as there was no 
evidence whatever of any kind of agreement of tenancy, the court 
decided against the husband’s claim. The question was raised 
again this week in the case of Pearce v. Merriman (reported else- 
where). In this case, however, there was clear evidence of an 
agreement of tenancy between husband and wife, and the actual 
payment of rent by the former to the latter. The revising 
barrister, however, refused to allow the husband’s claim to be 
on the register. He held that, as the wife was the owner, the 
claimant was disqualified from being on the register in respect 
of a house occupied by them jointly. He admitted that a 
husband might, since the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, under some circumstances, be his wife’s tenant. But 
he held that the joint occupation of a dwelling-house by 
husband and wife was inconsistent with the ‘relationship of 
landlord and tenant, as the right of the landlord wife to eject 
her tenant husband was inconsistent with the marital right of 
the husband to reside with his wife. The High Court, however, 





AnoTHEeR cCAsE decided by the same court, Dover v. Prosser 
(reported elsewhere), was on the ‘‘ service franchise ” or “ Divi- 
sion II.” of the register. This division of the register came into 
existence because of the same difficulty as to the character of the 
occupation. A servant who occupies a house as a necessary 
of his service is certainly not either owner or tenant of the house. 
To get rid of the difficulty, and confer the franchise on such per- 
sons, it is enacted, by section 3 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1884, that, wherea man himself inhabits any dwelling-house 
by virtue of any office, service, or employment, and the dwelling- 
house is not inhabited by any person under whom such man 
serves, “such man shall be deemed to occupy such house as 
tenant for the purpose of voting for Parliament.” This 
form of occupation, however, does not amount to a 
burgess qualification, nor give a right to vote for county 
or borough councils. It was decided in Marsh v. Estcourt 
(24 Q. B. D. 147) that this section only applies to cases where 
the servant is obliged, as a condition of his service, to occupy the 
house, and not to cases where he is merely allowed as a privi- 
lege to occupy the house on condition that he gives up posses- 
sion whenever he leaves the service. In the recent case the 
claimant was a schoolmaster of an elementary school. He claimed 
the full franchise, and to be in Division I. of the register. It was 
proved that he was not obliged to live in any particular place, 
but there was a schoolmaster’s house which he was allowed to 
occupy rent free if he chose, so long as he continued to be 
master of the school. In these circumstances, the court, on the 
authority of Marsh v. Estcourt, decided that he was entitled to be in 
Division I., and to the full franchise, burgess as well as Parlia- 
mentary. In fact, in such a case there seems clearly to be a 
tenancy. Such tenancy is of considerable value to the tenant, 
as no doubt its value is taken into account in fixing his salary. 
But as he is not obliged to live in the house, he must beconsidered 
as a tenant at will who has agreed that in any event he will 
yield up his tenancy whenever he ceases to hold the office. The 
governing test, according to the recent decision, is whether the 
occupation is necessary for the performance of the service, or 
whether it is merely permi as a privilege. It seems 
unfortunate that these fine-drawn distinctions should have to be 
made as to the character of occupation. It will probably strike 
most people that a man ought to be considered the “‘ inhabitant 
occupier ” of the house he lives in, so as to entitle him to the fran- 
chise, whenever he occupies a house lawfully as his residence, 
whether he be really a ‘‘ tenant” in the strict meaning of the term 
or not. A simple provision to that effect would enfranchise a 
large number of men who are at — without votes for no 
substantial reason, but wholly use of certain legal 
technicalities. 





Tue ist of cases on the question of the possibility of appor- 
tioning directors’ remuneration is increased by the decision of 
Lord Atverstong, C.J., last week in Harrison v. British 
Miutoscope and Biograph Co (Limited) (Times, 10th inst.). It is, 
of course, perfectly easy to avoid all dispute by expressly 
providing for apportionment in the articles of association. In 
Swabey v. Port Darwin Gold Mining Co. (1 Meg. Comp. Cas., 
385), it would seem—though the article is not quoted verbatim— 
that remuneration was to be paid to each director “at the rate 
of’ £200 per annum, and the Court of Appeal (Lord Hatssvury, 
L.C., Lord Esuer, M.R., and Liypisy, LJ.) held that the 
amount was apportionable, so that a director who resigned in 
the course of the year was entitled to an apportioned amount of 
the year’s salary. ‘‘ Both parties,”’ said the Lord Chancellor, 
‘must have contemplated that, as this was a service for hire and 
reward, a proportionate part of the remuneration eed upon 
should be paid if the service was determined at an earlier period 
than the full year.” The principle of this dictum would apply 


overruled this contention, and allowed the claim. They decided | to all agreements to serve as director, but very frequently the 
that Hail v. Michelmore was rightly decided, but only on the articles are so drawn as to contemplate the division among the 
ground that there was no evidence of any tenancy. Where | directors of a lump sum at the end of the year, rather than 
there is evidence of any tenancy, a husband is entitled to be on | payment of a sum accruing due from time to time during the 


the register as occupier. There is nothing in law to prevent a 


husband from being his wife’s tenant, even of the 


year, and then it has been held that apportionment is not 


ouse in |-permissible, and that a director must serve the full year—or at 


which they reside together. In such circumstances the man’s | any rate the concluding part of the year—to entitle himself to 
right to live in the house is founded on his tenancy, while the be paid. This view was taken by Cozens-Harpy, J., in Salton 


wife’s right is founded on the contract of marriage. 


v. New Beeston Cycle Co. (47 W.R. 642; 1899, 1 Ch. 775), 
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where it was provided that the board were te receive by way of 
remuneration in each year £5,000, to be divided among the 
directors as they should agree, or, in default of agreement, 
equally ; and also ‘by the Court of Appeal in Jnman v. Ackroyd 
§ Best (Limited) (49 W. R. 369; 1901, 1 Q. B. 613), where the 
articles directed the payment of ‘‘ £125 per annum, per director, 
and other sums as might be determined by the company, the 
whole to be divided as the directors agreed, or, in default of 
agreement, equally. In neither of these cases was an individual 
director entitled to any particular annual sum until default in 
ment, but in McConnell’s Claim (1901, 1 Ch. 728) each 
director was to be paid “ £300 per annum,” and Waieur, J., still 
held that no apportionment could be made. He justified this on 
the ground that a director’s work is not always uniform during 
the year, but becomes specially important at the time of the 
preparation of the annual balance-sheet and the holding of the 
annual meeting. At the same time, he observed that it was very 
desirable that the matter should come before the Court of 
Appeal. In the present case of Harrison v. British Mutoscope, 
§c., Co. the articles provided for payment of a lump sum of 
“ £1,500 per annum” to the directors, and the Lord Chief 
Justice naturally followed the authorities subsequent to Swabey 
v. Port Darwen Co. (supra), and declined to allow an apportion- 
ment in favour of a director who had served for part of a year. 
It would seem, however, that the decisions have got upon the 
wrong tack. It may be necessary to wait till the end of the 
year for payment, but any sums then payable should be 
apportioned among the directors in office at any time during the 


year 


THe appREss on the Supreme Court of the United States 
delivered by the Hon. Joszern H. Cuoare to the Political and 
Social Education League, which is now printed as a pamphlet, 
gives a remarkably clear account of the dominant position 
which that court holds in the constitution of the United States. 
The problem which presented itself to the founders of the 
union was one of extreme complexity, and it could not have been 
solved so successfully had not the eminent men who guided the 
destinies of the new commonwealth had a long and arduous 
training in the science of government. ‘‘The great achieve- 
ment,” says Mr. Cuoatz, “ of the framers of the constitution 
was so to distribute the powers of government between 
the states and the nation as to give the latter supreme 
control over all subjects that concerned the general interests of 
all, and reserve to each of the former exclusive control over 
local affairs which concerned only its own territory and 

le, and to do this in such a way that the State 
and Federal Administrations should not clash in actual opera- 
tion.” This was done by defining as clearly as posible the sub- 
jects in which the national government was to have jurisdiction, 
and leaving all others to the states, but there was manifestly 
great er that the dual system of federal and state govern- 
ment would lead to friction; and that it has been so successful, 
save only in the unhappy incident of the civil war, Mr. CuoaTE 
ascribes in large measure to the position assigned in the constitu- 
tion to the Supreme Court. “The Supreme Court is the final 
judge of the validity of all laws passed by Congress or by the 

1 of each of the forty-five states, when brought to the 
test of the constitution of the United States, and of the legality 
of all official acts when brought to the same test. It, and the 
Federal Courts inferior to it, furnish the vehicle by which the 
judicial power of the United States is carried into the whole of 
its vast territory, to administer justice within the limits pre- 
scribed to it, to enforce the Federal laws, and to punish offenders 
against them.” 


Tue manner in which the Supreme Court and the Federal 
Courts exercise their functions appeals specially to English 
notions of the position which a legal tribunal should assume. 
“They have,” says Mr. Ouoarz, “no jurisdiction to pronounce 
any statute, either of a state or of the United States, void 
because irreconcilable with the constitution except as they are 
called upon to adjudge the legal rights of litigants in actual 
controversies. They simply pass upon the rights of parties as 
they come before them, if a provision of the constitution, or 
of a federal statute, or a treaty, is invoked for or against a right 














claimed or denied, they interpret the constitution, the law, or 
the treaty, and determine the right.” This results from the 
circumstance that the Supreme Court will perform no duties 
except duties strictly judicial, and at the very outset, in 1793, 
it declined to comply with a request of President Wasutneron 
that the opinions of the judges might be given on the construction 
of a treaty with France. And acting in the same spirit, the 
court will not give a hearing to a fictitious or collusive 
case, contrived to raise a question as to the validity of a statute. 
But when such a question is raised in bond fide litigation, then 
the court readily performs its function of maintaining the 
written constitution. In the 112 years of its existence it has 
pronounced twenty-one Acts of Congress and more than 200 
state statutes to be in conflict with the Federal Constitution, and 
therefore invalid, and there has been, Mr. Cxoare observes, 
complete and peaceful acquiescence in the decision. One of the 
most important rules which the Supreme Court has thus enforced 
is that which provides that ‘‘ no state shall pass any law impairing 
the obligation of contracts,” and in the Dartmouth College case 
this was invoked successfully for the purpose of nullifying an 
Act of a State Legislature interfering with the constitution of a 
trust under which property was settled for charitable purposes. 
The charter founding the charity was treated as a contract 
made for valuable consideration. Into other examples of 
the action of the court which Mr. Cnoare gives, space 
forbids our following him, but his paper is an _inter- 
esting addition to our means of knowledge of what is for 
lawyers the most interesting feature of the United States 
constitution. Primd facie there is much to be said against 
restraining the political development of a nation within the 
four corners of a written constitution, no clause of which can 
be altered save with extreme difficulty. The genius of the 
American people, aided by the work of the Supreme Court as 
the expounder of the constitution, has strikingly demonstrated 
the substantial advantages of the arrangement. 








The Liability of a Lessee for the 


Costs of the Lease. 


Tue recent judgment of Swinren Eapy, J., in Re Fletcher and 
Dyson (52 W. R. 27; 1908, 2 Ch. 688) decides an interesting 
question as to the extent to which a lessee is liable for the costs 
incurred on the part of a lessor in connection with the granting 
of the lease. It is, of course, well-settled law that, in the 
absence of special agreement, the lessee is liable to pay the 
lessor’s ordinary costs of the lease. In Grissell v. Robinson (3 
Bing. N. ©. 10), where the plaintiffs, the lessors, had paid their 
solicitor and sued the lessee for the amount, Park, J., said: 
‘* All the evidence shews that [since], according to the custom, 
the defendant is ultimately bound to pay for the lease, he must be 
taken to have impliedly assented tothe payment made by the plain- 
tiffs, and the action lies for money paid to hisuse.” How such a 
custom ever arose is matter for conjecture. A lease is a contract 
equally beneficial to both sides. The landlord is as much concerned 
to let as the tenant is to take, and there is therefore no justifi- 
cation in principle for throwing the entire cost on the latter. 
But conjecture on the subject is not to the point. If the lessee 
does not protect himself by express agreement, he must pay 
the costs, and the only question is what expenses the lessor can 
include under this head. 

In Re Gray (49 W. R. 298; 1901, 1 Ch. 239) Cozzns-Harpy, 
J., laid it down that ‘ the lessee must be held to have impliedly 
contracted to indemnify the lessor against expenses properly 
incurred in preparing the lease”; and hence he did not agree 
with the suggestion made in Lock v. Furse~(19 O. B. N. 8. 96) 
that fees to counsel should not be allowed. ‘In a case,” he 
said, “‘where the aid of a skilful conveyancer is reasonably 
required in settling the draft lease, I think the lessees ought to 
be liable to pay his fees.”” But the costs for which the lessee is 
liable extend only to the costs of the lease itself. They do not 
include expenses incident to preliminary negotiations for the 
lease. In the case last quoted, where a mining lease had been 
granted, the lessor had, previously to terms being arranged, 
taken the opinion of a mining expert, and it was held that the 





missi 
objec 
puted 
and t 
of th 
sixth 
solici 
missi 
if th 
as dis 
solici 
result 
of th 
sixth 


raise 


agret 
that, 
there 
by tk 
neces 
such 
expr 


Sir 
recove 
a curi 
Justic 
the 31 
and r 
that § 
when 
couns 
whom 
tainly 

Per 
in ge 
Gazett 
“ Did 








1903. 


law, or 
from the 
10 duties 
in 1793, 
HINGTON 
struction 
irit, the 
collusive 
statute. 
on, then 
ing the 
> it has 
han 200 
ion, and 
bserves, 
e of the 
mforced 
pairing 
lege case 
ying an 
on ofa 
irposes. 
ontract 
ples of 
space 
inter- 
is for 
States 
against 
iin the 
ich can 
of the 
ourt as 
strated 








the 


her and 
resting 
e costs 
anting 
in the 
ay the 
son (3 
| their 
, said : 
ustom, 
ust be 
plain- 
such a 
mtract 
cerned 
justifi- 
latter. 
lessee 
it pay 
or can 


‘ARDY, 
liedly 
operly 
agree 
S. 96) 
,”” he 
ably 
tht to 
300 is 
lo not 
© the 
. been 
nged, 
ut the 








Nov. 21, 1903. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








cost of so doing was not payable by the lessee. ‘I think,” 
gaid Cozens-Harpy, J., “‘that if the lessor had paid his 
solicitors and sued the lessee, he could not have recovered any- 
thing antecedent to instructions for lease, and, in particular, 
could not have recovered the fees of the mining expert.” And, 
similarly, the lessee is not bound to pay the fees of surveyors 
for work done in relation to the negotiations ; he is only liable 
for such work as can be shewn to be incidental to the prepara- 
tion of the lease, such as putting a plan upon it: Re Fletcher and 
Dyson (supra). Nor is the lessee liable to pay for the counter- 
part: Re Negus (43 W. R. 68; 1895, 1 Oh. 78). The liability 
of the lessee is thus limited to the costs of the actual lease. 

But the case of Re Fletcher and Dyson (supra) shews that there 
is afurther limitation, and that when the concurrence of parties 
other than the lessor is required, the costs of such other parties 
are not payable by the lessee. In that case a mining lease had 
been granted, under the Ecclesiastical Leasing Acts, by a vicar 
with the concurrence of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners and 
the patron. All three parties acted by separate solicitors, and 
the vicar’s solicitors, in sending in their bill of costs to the lessee, 
included the costs of the solicitors of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners and of the patron as disbursements. The lessee took 
objection to the amount of these various costs, and also dis- 
puted his liability to pay any costs except those of the vicar, 
and the bill accordingly was referred to taxation. Off the costs 
of the vicar’s solicitors only a small amount—less than one- 
sixth—was taxed, and nothing off the costs of the patron’s 
solicitors. But in the costs of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners a- substantial reduction .was made, sufficient, 
if the costs were treated as a part of the bill, and not 
as disbursements, to throw the costs of taxation on the lessor’s 
solicitors. According to the decision of Swinren Eapy, J., this 
result followed. The costs of the concurring parties were part 
of the professional costs of the lease, and since more than one- 
sixth had been taxed off the bill as thus made up, the lessor’s 
solicitors were liable for the costs of the taxation. 

But the learned judge further held that, in the absence of 
special agreement, the lessee was not liable for the costs of the 
concurring parties. He was unable to assume, he said, in the 
absence of any evidence on the subject, that there was any 
general custom binding a lessee to pay several sets of costs 
where there were several lessors represented by several 
solicitors. In all such cases the question had to be con- 
sidered whether there was any contract by the lessee to pay, 
either express or to be implied from the nature of the circum- 
stances, under which the arrangements for the new lease had 
been arrived at. In the present case this point had not been 
raised before the taxing-master and no evidence of such an 
agreement had been produced ; but Swinren Eapy, J., intimated 
that, having regard to the circumstances, it was probable that 
there would be little difficulty in establishing such an agreement 
by the lessee. The practical result is that a lessor who finds it 
necessary to obtain the concurrence of other parties, and also 
such other parties themselves, must, if they can, arrange 
expressly for their costs to be paid by the lessee. 








progress towards 


Sir Francis Jeune is, says the Globe, making good 2 
Meanwhile, 


recovery, and is expected to return to the courts very shortly. 
a curious instance of the law’s delay has occurred in his absence. Mr. 
Justice Barnes and Mr. Justice Bucknill, sitting as a Divisional Court on 
the 8rd of November, heard the case of Watson and Watson fully argued, 
and reserved their judgment. It subsequently came to their knowledge 
that Sir Francis Jeune had expressed a wish to be a member of the court 
when the case was heard, and, notwithstanding a vigorous protest by 
counsel, they have ordered the case to be re-argued. The parties, to 
whom the re-hearing will mean additional — and delay, may cer- 
tainly be forgiven if they fail to perceive its utility. 

Perhaps the finest example of the difficulty to which counsel are reduced 
in getting a plain answer to a plain question was, says the St. James's 
Gazette, that which occurred in the evidence of a yokel at York Assizes. 
“ Did you see the defendant throw the stone?’’ the man was asked. ‘I 
seed a stone, and I’se pretty sure he throwed it.”” ‘‘ What wus the size of 
the stone?’’ ‘‘I should say it wor a sizable stone.”’ ‘‘Can’t you say 
how big it was?” ‘I should say it was a stone of some bigness.” “‘ But 
can’t you give the jury some idea how big it actually was?’? ‘* Why, as 
near as I can recollect, it wor summat of a stone.”” ‘ Yes; well, can’t 


you compare it to some other object?’’ ‘‘ Why, surr, if I was to compare 
it so as to give so a notion as to th’ size on’t, I should 
as @ lump of chalk.’’ 


say it wor as large 
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The Changes Introduced by:.thé = 
New County Court Rules. “~~ 


It, 


Peruars the most important changes in the general practice 
are those which will be noticed in this third article upon orders 
23, 25, 26, and 53. The first we have to deal with is order 23, 
affecting 

Judgment and Orders.—The new rule 9 is an important one, 
corresponding to R. 8. C., ord. 41, r. 5. Itim require- 
ments with reference to judgments and orders requiring any 
person to do any act—(1) a time limit must be imposed; (2) a 
copy must be personally served ; and (3) the copy must be duly 
indorsed. The form of indorsement is form 346, being the old form 
2924 made applicable to orfers for attachment under ord. 25, 
r. 58. In future disobedience to an order which does not fulfil 
these requirements cannot be punished by attachment: New Par 
Consols (1898, 1 Q. B. 671). The amendments to rule 14 
should be carefully considered. The effect of them is apparent: 
to make the rule applicable in favour of defendants just as wane | 
as of plaintiffs. The omission of the last ph of the old 
rule is the omission of a superfluity, having to the words of 
r. 11, ord. 12, “‘ subject to the provisions of the particular rule 
applicable thereto.” The new rules relating to the sale of real 
property assimilate the High Court practice and do not call for 
special remark. ; 

In dealing with order 25 it will be convenient to notice first 
the changes with reference to the enforcement of judgments and 
orders generally, and then to consider those relating to judgment 
summonses. 

New rule 3, which provides for enforcing judgments and 
orders against a corporation by attachment, with leave, against 
its officers, is anew power. It is doubtful whether the judge 
previously had jurisdiction by virtue of the general provisions 
of section 164. For in cases affecting the liberty of the subject, 
the court would probably hold that the jurisdiction must be 
given in clear and precise terms. 

There are some important amendments in rule 11 (old rule 8) 
relating to execution against a firm. The substance of the 
amendments to sub-rules (4) and (c) is that any admission as 
to being a partner must have been made in the roe male 
in which judgment was obtained, and must go to the | 
that he was a partner at the time of the accruing cause of 
action. While the words “or person sought to be made 
liable” in sub-rule (¢) are an amendment on the corre- 
sponding High Court rule, meant probably to embody the 
result of the recent decision in Davis v. Hyman (1903), in which 
it was held that an issue was rightly directed as to whether 
the defendant had “ held hi out to be a partner,” since 
the real issue is the “liability of such person,”’ not merely the 
question whether he is a member of the firm. An important 
alteration in practice is made—namely, that “issues” are now 
to be begun by plaint and summons, and not by motion. The 
amendments to rules 62 and 63 are mainly declaratory, but 
expressly require a person who has been committed for con- 
tempt to file, on his application for discharge, an affidavit, 
clearing his contempt, both before the judge and a 
Compare the old form 299 of order of discharge with form 
351, from which it will be seen that, on applications to the judge, 
such an affidavit was always n . The express pro- 
visions of sub-rule 21 of rule 71, ing to the issue, indorse- 
ment = service of an ae the bs _ examinati ~_ are 
new, but paragraphs (3) and (4), 0 new as rules, 
appear merely to a y the effect of eo Sectalndn in Rendell 
v. Grundy (1895, 1 Q. B. 16), and Countess of Aylesford v. Great 
Western Railway Co. (1892, 2 Q. B. 626) respectively. 

Accounts and Inquiries —The numerous new rules of this order 
(24) corresponding to the R. 8. C. and their object, have already 
been noticed in our first article (ante p. 5), and we need only 
remind our readers that they asleadiade the county court 

ractice as to working out an order in chambers to the High 
urt practice. 

Judgment Summonsee—Under this head, after noticing in 
passing that, by new sub-rule 2 of rule 25, a new form of 
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preecipe is provided which must be filed by a person requiring 
the issue of a judgment summons, attention must first be 
directed to rule 26 (3), which is new, and provides that leave to 
issue a judgment summons against a defendant out of the 
district shall not be required if the plaintiff deposits with the 
registrar, or undertakes, in writing, to pay to the debtor a sum 
sufficient to cover his reasonable travelling expenses to attend 
the court. The rule was suggested by the Law Society, and was 
intended apparently to strengthen the hands of the judges in 
dealing with these applications, which are often made upon 
somewhat meagre evidence asto means. By rule 31 (3) of this 
order, a new provision, a judgment summons, where travelling 
expenses are paid or tendered to the debtor, shall be deemed to be 
summons to a witness, and, therefore, if the debtor does not 
attend, he will be liable to committal for contempt. 

By rule 35 these travelling expenses may be allowed as 
expenses of a witness, if such costs are allowable. The pro- 
vision is a useful one, and will obviate the irritating adjourn- 
ments which now so often takes place because the debtor is not in 
attendance. 

The detailed provisions as to service of a judgment summons 
contained in sub-rule 2 of rule 31 are new. 

Probably one of the most important new rules under this 
head of practice is rule 46, of which paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 are 
new. By these new provisions express sanction is given to an order 
of commitment, with suspension for a limited time or while 
specified instalments are paid; a form of order frequently 
made in practice, especially in the High Court, and which 
already had in its support the decision in Stonor v. Fowle 
(36 W. R. 742). The rule safeguards the debtor, however, by 
providing that notice of such order and its suspension shall 
be given him (New Form 191a) and that payments under 
such order must be made into court, and not to the plaintiff. 
There are several new rules, and many amendments, in order 
26 relating to garnishee proceedings which will want careful 
consideration in practice. Here new rules 5 and 6 may be 
more prominently mentioned. They are substituted for the old 
rules 5 and 6 of the order, and, in general terms, their effect may 
be summarized by saying that they practically apply the rules 
as to payment into and out of court to garnishee proceedings so 
far as they are applicable. Where not so, special procedure to 
meet the requirements of garnishee proceedings are prescribed, 
especially as regards payment out. The principal of these are 
worth notice. Certain precautions are taken against duplication 
of payment and the infringement of the rights of third parties. 
For instance, by sub-rule 2 (a) of rule 6, proof must be given that 
the money has not been obtained aliunde, and that no other 
garnishee order for payment has been made; while by sub-rule 
z (b) (ec) an opportunity is given to the debtor t> shew cause 
against payment out. Further, by sub-rules 2 (d) (¢), if the 
debtor asserts, or it appears in the course of the proceedings, 
that third parties are interested, whether by lien or otherwise, 
an issue is to be directed. 

Rule 12 contains an important provision as to the creditors’ 
costs. It allows him to retain such costs as he may fail to get 
from the garnishee personally out of any moneys successfully 
garnisheed in priority to his judgment debt. New rule 15 is 
directed towards the protection of the garnishee’s interests where 
the debt garnished is payable by instalments, and in the event of 
the garnishee proceedings or judgment being set aside or 
reversed. It was decided in Dolphin v. Layton (1879, 27 W. R. 
786) that a creditor cannot attach and get out of court money due 
to the debtor which has been paid in under a judgment, and the 
decision was approved in Spence v. Coleman (1901, 49 W. R. 516). 
New rule 16 is designed to overcome the difficulty felt by the 
court in the way suggested in Spence v. Coleman—namely, that, 
having control over its officer, it could itself order him to pay out 
such money. Rule 16 allows an application to be made to the 
judge, and empowers him to order the registrar to pay it out to 
the judgment creditor. This rule overcomes the technical diffi- 
culty which has hitherto stood in the way of a creditor justly 
entitled to money so paid in. 

Funds in Administration Proceedings—The expense and delay 
of taking out administration to the estate of a deceased intestate 
in order to obtain the payment out of court of some small sum 
is now avoided by new rule 6 of order 37, which provides that 





such payments may be made up to £100 without administration, 
The rule corresponds with R. 8. ©., ord. 22, r. 184, made in 
July, 1902, which practically overruled the decision in Frogley 
v. Philips (1901, 50 W. R. 184). 

The new rules and amendments to order 38, dealing with the 
practice by petition under sections 67 and 70 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888, the Settled Land Acts, and the Trustee Act, 
1893, are little more than declaratory of the existing practice, 
but are useful as giving more precision to, and being likely to 
secure greater unanimity in, that practice. The main points 
dealt with in the amended rules 1 and 3 and new rule 2 are in 
connection with the number of copies to be filed, statement as to 
the persons to be served, and the mode of service. The mode of 
service is, by rule 3, to be the same as in the case of an ordinary 
summons, and the effect of this is that a petition may now be 
served out of the jurisdiction, having regard to order 7, new 
rule 41, since, following the principle of the decisions on order 11, 
to which rule 41 corresponds, that rule is applicable to all process 
as is by the county court rules directed to be served according to 
the rules relating to summonses: Re Cliff(43 W. R. 436). 

Costs.—As regards the all-important question of costs, there 
are several notable alterations. Three specially affecting 
solicitors are new. By the new paragraph to rule 22 (old rule 
19) of order 53 (old order 50a) a new limitation is imposed 
upon the allowance for travelling expenses of a solicitor (item 
74 in the scales of costs) who does not reside or practise in the 
district of the court, and no such expenses are to be allowed 
unless the court is satisfied that there was reasonable cause for 
employing such solicitor. Rule 25 (new) gives a solicitor, 
plaintiff or defendant in person the benefit of having his costs 
taxed on the same scale as if he had employed another solicitor 
instead of conducting his case in person. New rule 26 is also in 
favour of the solicitor, who, in cases where counsel is employed, 
but his costs are not allowed, is to have his costs taxed on the scale 
applicable if the solicitor had appeared for his client without 
counsel. The other changes bynewrules on this subject are mostly 
by introduction of provisions already adopted in the High Court, 
and are in some cases merely declaratory of the present practice. 
Rules 30 to 36, for instance, referring to costs out of the estate 
(rule 30), as regards particular shares (rule 31), as to distribu- 
tion where difficulties arise as to some shares (rule 32), as to 
disallowance of costs of improper and unnecessary matter in 
documents (rule 33), as to set off of costs (rule 34), as to dis- 
allowances where bill reduced by a sixth (rule 35), and as to 
delivery of bill to client where costs are paid out of a fund (rule 
36), correspond with R. 8. C., ord. 65, rr. 14 (a) (6) (¢), 27 (20) 
(21), 384, and 56. We may notice also that the omission of the 
words “ for reasons of special hardship” in rule 38 (old rule 26) 
gives the judge a freer hand in dealing with compensation for loss 
of time, while the omission of the limit of 6d per mile one way for 
travelling expenses in rule 39 (old rule 27) enables the judge to 
award any sum actually and reasonably expended. Both these 
rules tend in the direction of a desirable elasticity in the judge’s 
discretion, which is so necessary if costs are to be at all, as they 
ought to be, an indemnity. 

Taxation as between solicitor and client is the subject of a new 
rule, 46, which regulates the procedure on such taxation under 
section 118 of the County Courts Act, 1888. 

In our concluding article on these new rules we propose to 
deal with the Admiralty Practice and Practice under Special 
Statutes, by which jurisdiction is conferred on the county 
courts. 

( Zo be continued.) 








In consequence of the heavy calendar of prisoners at the York Assizes, 
Mr. Justice Grantham has postponed the commjssion day for the Leeds 
Assizes from Tuesday, the Ist of December, to Wednesday, the 2nd of 
December. 

It is announced that a departmental committee appointed by the Home 
Secretary is now engaged in considering what amendments in the law 
relating to compensation for injuries to workmen are necessary or desirable, 
and to what classes of employments not now included in the Workmen’s 
Compensation Acts those Acts can properly be extended with or without 
modification. The committee por of Sir Kenelm Digby, K.C.B., His 
Honour Judge Lumley Smith, Sir Benjamin Browne, D.C.L., Memb. Inst. 
C.E., Captain A. J. G. Chalmers, and Mr. George N. Barnes. Mr. R, R. 
Bannatyne, of the Home Office, is secretary. 
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The Efficient and Economical Con- 
duct of a Solicitor’s Office. 


Our readers will have noticed that, in the paper of suggestions for 
the efficient and economical conduct of a solicitor’s office which was 
read by Mr. CooKE at the recent Liverpool meeting of the Law 
Society, discussion was invited as to the various systems in vogue at 
the present time, and we have asked a correspondent, well qualified to 
deal with the matter, to favour us with his views on the question. The 
following are his observations : 

Mr. Cooke referred to a handbook, written by a solicitor, and 
recently published by Messrs. Stevens & Sons, the full title of which 
is ‘‘ The Modern Lawyer’s Office : being Suggestions for Improvements 
in the Organization of Law Offices, and for the Adoption of certain 
American Appliances and Business Methods.” We have studied this 
work, and, although much of the system of routine therein described 
strikes us as unsuitable for small offices, yet, generally speaking, the 
book can, in our opinion, be recommended for what it purports to be, 
and will be read with advantage, and, we believe, with profit also. 

That much expense may be saved by the use of mechanical and 
scientific appliances, such as the copying press, the typewriter, the 
telephone, and duplicating machines, no one will gainsay, but in these 
days of competition one’s zeal should, we suggest, go further, and 
lead to the adoption of improved’ systems of routine and to the 
consequent saving of much valuable time. 

Practical hints are given in ‘‘ The Modern Lawyer’s Office”’ concern- 
ing the keeping and indexing of papers, deeds, wills, correspondence, 
registers of insurances, mortgages, and debt collections and other 
everyday matters. The card system of indexing and accountancy is 
fully explained. Whatever its disadvantages may be as regards possible 
loss or disarrangement of cards, the many good qualities of the system 
are evident ; for example, there is always room: for another name or 
account, there is no accumulation of old and dead matter, there is no 
continuing from time to time of accounts to odd pages where room 
can be found, and, last but not least, every name or account is in 
strictly lexicographical order. The author advises there being one, 
and only one, definite designation for each matter.. Doubtless, as he 
points out, confusion is apt to arise where ‘‘ Mr. J. Smith, re purchase,” 
* Re Whiteacre,” ‘‘J. Smith from Binns” and ‘“ Binns to Smith ” 
are used interchangeably, but, on the other hand, it is often impossible 
on the first introduction of business to fix it with any definite name— 
precision can only come as details grow. 

The almost entire disuse of parchment is recommended, but for 
deeds which are to live for forty years or more this strikes us as being 
questionable advice, for we cannot say that we have ever come across 
paper so durable as to be unlikely to tear in the creases and wear at 
the edges, and whole words, and even sentences, may in this way 
disappear. 

We are astounded to read in this little work that there are still 
offices in which the retained copies of letters sent out are handwritten, 
and the letters themselves are folded and sealed with wax as in the 
days of our great-grandfathers when envelopes were unknown ! 

We suggest, if one’s system of indexing is not the card system and 
is non-lexicographical, that it should be in columns, with the names 
inserted under the first vowel in the name after the initial letter; 
thus the letter A should be arranged: 


A. 





Adams (Miss Maude) 


Archer (James) 
Allan (Frederick) 


Ambleside (John Harry) 


l. } o, uy, and y. 


donald Caat) 
»rooke (Stephen 
Aylett (Mrs.) 


Adkins (George) 











Each of the four sections having one quater of a page or opening as 
the case may be. With but trifling practice, one looks mechanically 


in the correct column and finds the name in a fraction of the time it | 


would otherwise occupy ; and where indexes are heavy and long this 
is no light gain. The indexing clerk’s time, too, is similarly saved. 
In the preparation of bills of costs, a large amount of clerical work 
is, and must necessarily be, entailed, but we venture to think that the 
days are numbered of the old laborious system of entries in dairies, 
transcriptions into day books, postings into costs ledgers, rewriting 
as draft bills, fair copies for the clients, and, perhaps, second fair copies 
in bills delivered books. In fact, we believe that in the vast majorit 
of present-day offices a much more simple routine is now employed. 


Personally we do not attach much weight to Mr. Cooxr’s objection to 
the method by which one draft, composed of all the original entry 
sheets relating to the matter and systematically added to day by day 
direct by the different principals or clerks who have been engaged on 
the matter, is made to answer all that is required. The objection 
is that the sheets are apt to get mislaid or lost. We ourselves 
have had the system in use for nearly fourteen years, and have 
never lost any such sheets. A rule should be strictly adhered to by 
the costs clerk of never permitting the loan to another person of some 
only of the sheets which make up the draft bill. 

The system explained by Mr. CooKE apparently has all the advan- 
tages of the other one-draft system, save that it leaves to a junior 
clerk what we fancy must often be to him the rather puzzling duty of 
sorting into the clients’ bills the entries contributed by the various 
gentlemen who have attended to different parts of the matter, and of 
placing them in proper sequence. The entries are made by each 
person in his book of gummed-backed sheets, having perforations 
down the inside of each page. Each sheet is detached when full, 
and the office boy with a pair of scissors divides it according to clients 
and matters, and, by means of the gummed-back and a wet brush, 
fastens the portions into ‘‘ guard books ” which cor: md to the old 
draft bills of costs books. Each client or matter a separate 
guard book, costing rather more than 8s, per book of 300 pages. We 
imagine the guard books vary in thickness according to the magnitude 
of the business, but how is one to guage this at the commencement ¢ 
Perhaps, however, this point is satisfactorily provided against. 

If a one-draft system be employed, it is very important that the 
entries should not be altered in ink of the same celour when settling 
the bill later for delivery to the client or for taxation. The sheets may 
be required in evidence, and it would be impossible to- say when the 
alterations were made. Alteretions, additions, and re- ment 
should be done by means of red ink; then, as in black, the sheets 
always represent the entries made (say) the day after the work was 
done, when it was fresh in mind. 

While on the question of costs, it occurs to us to mention that a 
‘copies book” is a useful aid to a bill clerk’s labours. All copies, 
whether made in or out of the office, should be entered under the 
proper date, the former in black, the latter in red ink. Entry of the 
copies will suggest to the clerk consequent items, and the red ink is 
useful for checking the stationer’s book (say) once a month. 

It is advisable, in view of possible dispute, to note in one’s diary, as 
soon as a Client has left the office, all detinite instructions given at the 
interview. 

The mode of keeping correspondence seems to vary considerably. 

As Mr. Cooke points out, mavy solicitors file the letters received in 
bundles in order of date. This has the advantage that one knows that 
a letter of a certain date can only be in one certain bundle, but 
one must first ascertain the date. This should, however, generally 
speaking, be an easy matter, as almost all letters are acknowledged 
and the index to the letters dispatched should enable one quickly to 
find the date. Some firms have a system of placing the letters 
received and copies of those despatched (fastened together in one corner) 
with the papers to which they relate, but some correspondents will 
write about several matters in the same letter, and portions have to 
be copied out unless, indeed, one mutilates the letter, which is not a 
desirable practice. Again, as Mr. CooKE points out. in some matters 
there is correspondence only ; possibly this then forms a bundle by 
itself. Probably the best system as regards letters received is that 
which Mr. Cooke briefly explains in the following words : 

“‘ Another system is to have an alphabetical wallet or portfolio in 
which the letters are placed alphabetically in order of date ; then, 
when the portfolio is full, place them in a transfer case in the same 
order, indexing on the outside of the transfer case the month which 
those letters represent. For instance. you want a letter from JONES ; 
you know probably to a month when it was received; you look 
under the letter J for that and the succeeding month and you at 
once find all the letters JonEs has written.” 

We are strongly of opinion that for letters despatched there is no 
system so convenient as press copying into letter-books, afterwards 








indexed, not only under addressees’ names, but under the matters also. 
If the latter are heavy, they can, perhaps, be sub-divided. Loose 
| press or carbon copies, in addition, are doubtless useful and save time 
/in reference, but are not convenient to handle, and they become 
| creased, torn, and worn when placed with other papers. A book of 
‘Copies not paid for at time of delivery ” is sure to amply repay one 
for the small trouble involved in keeping it. Frequently solicitors 
supply copies to other parties on the understanding that, at the end of 
(say) a Chancery suit, a debit and credit account shall be made out, 
se the balance found due received or paid, but we know from 
experience _ yore busy “ ae * keep no record of — 
copies. Much confusion is avoi y payment, or requiring payment, 
for copies at the time of supply—a rule of perfection oul be “No 
money, no copy.” 

The cost of printing has been so much reduced-of late years that it 
is now possible for one to have a document printed for just abeut the 
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same cost as a written engrossment, while for a larger number than 
two copies the saving is considerable. 

"An annual audit of one’s books, whether by one’s own staff or by 
an independent person, cannot be too highly recommended. 

Through all the varying systems of solicitors’ accounts, the fact 
seems to us to loom large that it is very advisable that clients’ moneys 
and one’s own should be kept quite distinct. We strongly hold this 
view, notwithstanding the drawback that additional time and trouble 
are involved in the keeping of the books, and the fact that careful 
adjustments from one account to another are necessitated, as we feel 
that the sense of added security thus given outweighs the other 
considerations. . 

The question of how many accounts should be kept, is, and must 
be, dependent largely on the magnitude and nature of the 
practice. Probably three (in addition to accounts for special trusts) 
will suffice in the majority of cases, and we favour the ear- 
marking by means of added descriptions, such as ‘‘ Clients’ 
Account,” ‘‘ Office Account,” ‘‘ Private Account,” rather than by 
numbers, Confusion is not then likely to occur, and the words 
‘“* Clients’ Account” should in themselves sound a distinctly warning 
note. They cannot fail, we believe, continually to remind one that 
the account is, as the President of the Law Society put it in his 
recent address, ‘‘ a sacred thing not to be touched under any circum- 
stances whatever.” Most practitioners will, we venture to think, 
agree that these words are worthy of the respect and careful con- 
sideration of the profession. Mr. BucKNILL’s reply, too, to the 
president’s inquiry will, we feel, bear repetition. The question was 
—Amongst the cases in which the Discipline Committee has, during 
the fifteen years since its establishment, reported against practitioners 
for misappropriation of funds and such practitioners have in conse- 

uence been struck off the rolls or suspended from practice—amongst 
all such cases, have there been any instances in which the clients’ 
money have been kept in a separate banking account, or in which a 
professional auditor has been employed periodically to investigate the 
solicitor’s books ? 

The reply was, ‘‘ T’here has been no such instance.” p.# 





Reviews. 


House Tax, 


THE ACTS RELATING TO THE HovsE Tax. Wiru NortEs, Cross- 
REFERENCES, SUMMARIES OF STATUTORY PROVISIONS AND DECISIONS, 
AND INCORPORATING THE HovsE TAx LAws oF THE LATE Mr. 
STEPHEN DoweELL, M.A. By Jonun Epwin Piper, LL.B. (Lond.) 
Barrister-at-Law, Assistant Solicitor of Inland Revenue. Butter- 
worth & Co. 


The Legislature approached the subject of house taxation by fining 
the occupier, first for warming himself, and then for admitting light. The 
hearth tax, Mr. Piper reminds us, was imposed in the reign of Charles 
II., and the Revolution did not avert the window tax of William ITI. 
The tax on the house as a whole was first imposed by 18 Geo. 3 c. 26, 
and was continued by successive enactments, with certain exceptions 
in favour of business premises, until repealed in 1834 by 4 & 5 Will. 4, 
c. 19. From that year till 1851 the tax remained in abeyance, but it 
was revived by the House Tax Act, 1851 (14 & 15 Vict. c. 36), and, 
as everyone knows, it is still with us, exemption, however, obtaining 
in the case of business premises. After an introduction in which the 
course of legislation is concisely stated, Mr. Piper gives the text of 
the Act of 1851 with full annotation and statement of the authori- 
ties, and the text of the other relevant statutes of earlier and later 
date. Notable among the later provisions is section 13 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 15), which was 
framed to overrule A. E. v. Mutual Tontine Westminster Chambers 
Association (1 Ex. D. 469), and to exempt the proprietors of blocks 
of chambers or flats from paying on unoccupied parts of the building. 
The book, which has been undertaken by direction of the Board of 
oo Revenue, furnishes a convenient guide to the House Tax 

ws. 





Ecclesiastical Law. 


A Summary oF THE LAW AND PRACTICE IN THE ECCLESIASTICAL 
Courts. By T. Evsrace Smirn, Barrister-at-Law. FirTn 
Epitiox. Stevens & Haynes. 

._.-Eeclesiastical law isa province into which the practitioner rarely 
has to enter, and much of it, it will be generally admitted, is con- 
cerned with matters, the importance of which can only be appreciated 
.. by specially constituted minds: Still, so long as ecclesiastical suits 
are possible, it is necessary for the student and others to have some 
knowledge of their subject-matter and procedure, and Mr. Eustace 


tion of the law to be found at large in Phillimore and Burns, 
Occasionally, indeed, ecclesiastical law descends into matters 
of every-day interest, as where, in Re St. Nicholas Cole Abbey 
(1893, P. 58), it was held that a faculty might be granted for con- 
structing in a closed churchyard chambers used in, connection with 
electric lighting; and the chapter on tithes, too, brings the reader 
into touch with secular law. The — on procedure gives a 
careful outline of the peculiarities of ecclesiastical suits, including a 
reference to Kensit v. St. Ethelburga (1900, P. 80), where the plaintiff 
established that he had a sufficient interest to bring a suit to check 
clerical excesses, though he had taken a room in the parish for this 
purpose only. An appendix to the book contains the rules of the 
Court of Arches and of the Chancery Court of York. 





Books Received. 


The Law and Practice of Rating. By EDwArRD JAMES CASTLE, 
K.C. Fourth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The English Reports. Volume XXXIII.: Chancery XIII., con- 
taining Vesey junior, Vols. 12-16. William .Green & Sons, Edinburgh; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Banks and Their Customers. A Practical Guide for all who Keep 
Banking Accounts from the Customers’ Point of View. By HENRY 
WaRREN. An entirely new and enlarged Edition (the Seventh). 
Effingham Wilson. 








Correspondence. 


Separate Account for Clients’ Money. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I should like to add any weight I can to ‘‘ North Country 
Solicitor’s”’ letter in your issue of the 7th inst., and there must be 
hundreds of solicitors with a similar desire. 

No doubt, where a solicitor is dealing with constant or recurrent 
transactions in regard to large estates, a separate banking account for 
each estate is a great convenience to the solicitor, but as any precaution 
to the client, it seems an absurdity. Whatever the number of banking 
accounts in a solicitor’s name, if, as between the bankers and himself, 
the bankers must pay the money on his cheque, the right appropria- 
tion of the money must depend on the honesty of the solicitor, and ‘on 
that alone. 

And if, leaving this class of transactions and turning to the daily 
casual transactions which form the bulk of the business of most 
solicitors in ordinary practice, the money of clients as a whole is to go 
toaseparate account from the solicitor’s own money—the effect from the 
point of view of the clients’ safety is exactly the same, unless, of 
course, the balance to the credit of each client in the solicitor’s 
hands is never used except for the purpose of the client’s own 
business. But, if this is to be so, the solicitor’s own account will from 
day to day be largely overdrawn, unless the solicitor either (1) keeps 
permanently idle to his credit sufficient capital to meet all the casual 
wants of the daily business of bis clients (an incalculable quantity), or 
(2) borrows money from his bankers at interest to provide for these. 
When solicitors are placed at liberty to charge interest on dishurse- 
ments, they may perhaps fairly be required to adopt one or other 
of these alternatives. Pending this, no client is entitled to complain 
that his money enables the solicitor to afford to another client the 
accommodation which he himself had a month before. 

There can be no question but that if a solicitor’s business is 
honestly and pay conducted it is to the great advantage of his 
clients as a whole that he is in a position to meet the casual wants 
of the bond fide business of each of them, and for this purpose to 
make use of the balance at his bankers, however it may be com- 
posed, from day to day. Brokers of all sorts, and business men of 
all kinds entrusted with money, do the same thing. 

Probate duties, heavy stamp duties, deposits on purchases, and 
all sorts of payments in anticipation of money which one can see 
coming along from brokers for stocks, notes, or other sources, are 
matters of every-day occurrence. 

It is as absurd to say that clients must be forced to borrow money 
from outside sources for these purposes as it is tp say that the solicitor 
must keep an indefinite sum of capital idle to meet them. At all 
points one is re back to the same question—the personal honesty 
of the solicitor and the soundness of his fiuancial position. 

That ‘‘ proper concession to public opinion, having regard to recent 
events” (as your article puts it) ‘‘ is required,” is undeniable, and all 
solicitors must blush that none is given. The public is entitled to 
some practical assurance, which is not illusory, that the methods of 
business which recent events have given only too much reason to 





Smith’s work, now in its seventh edition, is a very useful condensa- 


' standard and practice. 


fear are common in the profession are in fact repugnant to its 
In other words, the public ought to have 
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the best. assurance which can be given to it that each solicitor is 
conducting his business honestly and that his financial position is 
sound. 

This being admitted, we look to the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, which has the discipline of the profession in his hands, 
for a lead, and the lead it gives us, and the safeguard which, in effect, 
it advises the public ought to be considered ‘‘ proper concession,” 
is the illusory separate account system; the suggestion being that 
solicitors generally are so stupid as to be unaware when the daily 
debit balances in their books exceed their permanent capital apart 
from other credit balances. 


The lead given is on a false scent, assigns the lowest scale of intelli- 
gence to those who are expected to follow it, and credits the public, 
which is watching the run, with the incapacity to see what is going 
on. Every accountant and good business man knows that, in the 
absence of audit, the separate account system is useless. But he also 
lnows that, given audit, that system is one which solicitors may, or 
may not, adopt at discretion with perfect propriety either way. 

The assurance of honest conduct of the business of those solicitors 
who are members of the Law Society (as I am), and of the soundness 
of their financial position, could be afforded if it were made a con- 
dition of membership of the society that the Council do yearly, before 
accepting in future a subscription from the member, require the pro- 
duction of a certificate from a chartered accountant to the effect that : 


(1) The member’s books have been examined, and a balance-sheet 
and profit and loss account taken up to some date within six months 
previously ; 

(2) Such books are, in the opinion of the accountant, proper and 
sufficient books to be kept in the profession of solicitors ; 

(3) All entries therein appear to be duly and regularly made ; 
tS According to such entries the firm was solvent at the date on 
which the account was taken; and 

(5) Without taking into consideration the capital invested in the 
business, no partner of the firm or principal has overdrawn his profit 
or share of profit made in the business up to that date. 

This would not prevent actual fraud. A fraudulent solicitor could, 
of course, falsify the books, but the step on the part of the society 
would at least shew the public that the society requires of its members 
the observance of the first law of business honesty. It is quite 
practicable, and only wants doing. 

The report of the special committee appointed some time since 
seemed to shew that the conimittee which presented it knew exactly 
what ought to be done, but recommended something else. If, as that 
report rightly says, ‘“‘it is merely a truism to say that in every 
properly-conducted business proper accounts should be kept,” surely 
it is practicable for the society to insist that in the case of its own 
members proper accounts shall be kept, or, in any case, one would 
expect a recommendation in that direction. 

In the absence of this, it remains possible from day to day that the 
society includes persons whose financial position is hopeless, and has 
continued so for years. And, of course, each member of the society 
is eligible for the Council, and even for the office of president. It 1s 
this fact which accounts for the chronic attitude of apology which 
characterizes the society, destroys its weight with the public, and 
disgusts the rank and file of its own members. 

Proposals were made by the Council to the members some two 
years since which suggested various ways of labelling, after the 
event, those who have been found out, but experience proves that it 
takes years to find out that which ought never to have been in 
doubt, and would never have been (or would not have remained so 
more than six months) if membership of the society involved the 
elementary conditions suggested. 

If the transactions which led to any of the recent ‘‘ disclosures” 
had been stopped six months from the start of them, the loss to 
clients would have been mil, a great business would have been saved, 
and a terrible scandal avoided. 

The Council has sought, rather, to induce every solicitor to join the 
society than to set up a standard, but this, I submit, can only appear 
to the public as a movement towards constituting the society a kind 
of solicitors’ trade union, in the worst sense as against the public, by 
increasing its power without raising its standard, and the attempt 
can only result in failure, because until membership of the society 
involves some standard, it is not worth having. 

Numbers of solicitors remain outside the society on principle. 
Numbers, again, of those who belong to it continue membership 
because it is the only thing of the sort they can belongto. And so we 
go on. 

There may be some of your readers who agree with me. If so— 
although it is idle to suggest that I can give the time to get up a 
movement —at least I will undertake, if they will write to me, to call 
a meeting of them all at some place in the City at the end of January 
to discuss the question of giving practical effect to our opinions, on 
the basis that some organization involving the conditions of member- 


solicitors like to get together upon this, there can hardly be any 
possible objection from any point of view. Cuas. R. FREEMAN. | 
7, Foster-lane, Cheapside, E.C. 

[We may remark on the si 


ability of the letters we have 
received on this question.—Ep. 8. J.] 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I really do not think it is consistent with the dignity of a 
great and honourable profession that we should have this continual 
correspondence as to the best safeguards to prevent solicitors from 
misappropriating their clients’ money. The majority of these 
letters, I am sorry to see, emanate from solicitors themselves, who 
are thus, in my humble opinion, only keeping alive an agitation 
fostered by the lowest class of newspaper—the class which is never 
happy unless it is shrieking out for somebody’s head upon a charger. 
Surely it is obvious that if a solicitor intends to be dishonest, the 
fact that he has to write out, say, two cheques instead of one, won't 
stop him; and all the precautions I have seen sug; seem to 
me merely to combine the maximum of business inconvenience with 
the mimimum of deterrent efficiency. 

I really do hope that we shall soon see the end of a correspondence 
which seems to me (with all deference to the excellent intentions of 
the writers) to be, not merely worthless, but also humiliating. Ifa 
clergyman, or a stockbroker, or a banker goes bankrupt, we do not 
see the papers used in those professions flooded with letters to say 
that all the other clergymen, or stockbrokers, or bankers, as the case 
may be, should be chained down in their office with chartered 
accountants on each side of them, and a public prosecutor behind ! 
This is what it has nearly come to with the legal profession. , 

I believe that 99 per cent. of the legal profession are absolutely 
honourable men, and as for the odd 1 per cent., if they had their 
hands and feet tied up, they would still find the ogg mre 4 of being 
dishonest. Surely we should be better occupied in congratulating 
ourselves that the proportion of honourable men is so high, rather 
than in advertising, out of all proportion to their importance, the few 
scapegoats who defile an otherwise great and honourable body. 

Nov. 16. A Youne Soricrror. 





Ought Payment of Solicitors’ Bill to be Made 
Out of Capital or Interest? 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Would any reader kindly answer the following queries and 
give references, if possible: 

A., who carried on business with his. sons as provision merchants, 
died in 1897. He appointed his sons executors and trustees, and 
directed that his share in the business should be equally divided 
between his sons and daughters. His share was, however, to be 
retained in the business for his sons to trade upon; interest at 5 per 
cent. per annum to be paid to each of the sons and daughters on their 
sbares. Ultimate division of the capital among grandchildren. B., 
a son-in-law, was stated to be indebted to A., the testator, for money 
lent at various times on mortgage and otherwise. Disputes arose 
between A. and B, and afterwards between B. and the executors of 
A., in regard to the above. Solicitors on both sides had a long 
correspondence, resulting in nothing—no proceedings being taken. 

The executors ultimately received from their solicitors a bill of 
charges for the above. To pay this the executors proceeded to deduct 
from each of the sons’and daughters’ income a part of their next 
half-yearly interest, holding that they were acting under the legal 
advice of their solicitors in paying the latter’s bill out of interest. 
They also retained from the ree interests the sum of £20 to pay 
any future charges which miyAt arise. The daughters, whose income 
was thus reduced below the living point, protested that the bill 
should be paid out of capita/, as the solicitors’ bill was a debt due by 
the estate, like any other debt, and that under no circumstances was 
the executors’ action legal. 

The effect of the payment, if made out of capital, would not be felt, 
but if made out of interest, it would act very unfairly and harshly 
against the daughters, as they could not meet the expenses of living 
for the half-year. 

Opinions, with authorities, are desired whether : 

1. The bill, and future bills, should be paid out of capital or 
interest ? 

2. Considering the hardship inflicted by payment out of interest, 
the court would not interfere ? 

3. Whether the exceutors in such a case as the above, in winding 
the estate up, can deduct debts out of interest ? 

4. Whether the executors are justified in ying On an unending 
and unfruitful epistolary correspondence of this kind at the expense 
of the beneficiaries ? 





ship suggested should be formed as a national thing. If individual 


Notts. 





rorapet 


SPEAR ST RSERIICE eT etE 


50 __ _____ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Nov. 21, 1903. 








The Right of a Man to Dispose of his 
Dead Body. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In the last number of the SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL you cite, and 
with approval, the declaration recently made by a London coroner 
@ person ‘‘cannot leave his body as he wishes,” the particular 
case before him being one in which the deceased had expressed (in 
writing) a wish that his body should be used in the interests of 
anatomical science by the authorities of St. George’s Medical School. 
May I submit that the coroner’s dictum was an erroneous one, 
being in direct opposition to section 8 of the Anatomy Act (2 & 3 
Will. 4, c. 75), which provides ‘‘ that if any person (either in writing 
at any time during his life, or verbally in the presence of two or more 
witnesses during the illness whereof he died) shall direct that his 
body after death shall be examined anatomically, or shall nominate 
any party . . . to make such examination . . . then the 
party having lawful possession of the dead body shall direct such 
examination to be made,” unless one of the next-of-kin shall object 
to this dissection. CouRTNEY Kenny, LL.D. 
Downing College, Cambridge, Nov. 16. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


BIRMINGHAM EXCELSIOR MONEY SOCIETY -. 
OTHERS. No.1. 16th Nov. 


Marrrep Woman—Restraint on Anticiration—AntE-NvuptTiAL Denr— 
“SETTLEMENT or A Woman's Own Property ’’—Marniep Women’s 
Prorerty Act, 1882, s. 19. 

This was.an appeal by one of the defendants, Mrs. Lane, from two 
orders made by Kidley, J., at chambers. The action, so far as regarded 
Mrs. Lane, was on an ante-nuptial debt incurred by her. She married m 
1902. Judgment in the action was signed against her on the 31st of 
December, 1902, for a specitied sum payable out of her separate property 
whether subject to any restraint against anticipation or not. In March, 
1903, a deed of separation was executed by her and her husband, which 
contained a covenant by the husband to pay her a monthly sum for her 
separate use without the power of anticipation. The plaintiffs applied 
by way of equitable execution for the appointment of a receiver 
of the monthly sums payable under the separation deed. The 
defendant, Mrs. Lane, applied to have the judgment rectified by strikiug 
out the words “whether subject to any restraint against anticipa- 
tion or not.”’ Ridley, J., dismissed the defendant’s application, and 
made an order for the appointment of a receiver. 1t was argued in sup- 
pert of the defendant's appeal that the learned judge had mistakenly 
tolowed the authority of axford v. R-id (22 Q. B. D. 548), a decision on 
the now repealed Married Women's Property Act of 1870. The law on the 
subject was now contained in section 19 ot the Married Women’s Property 
Act of 1882, which was as follows: ‘‘ Nothing in this Act contained shail 
interiere with or affect any settiement, or agreement for a settlement, 
made or to be made, whether before or after marriage, respecting the 
property of any married woman, or sliall interfere with or render 
inoperative any restriction against anticipation at present attached, 
ur to be hereafter attached, to the enjoyment of any property or 
income by a woman under any settlement, agreement for a settle- 
ment, will, or other instrument ; but no rescriction against anticipa- 
tion contained in any settlement or agreement for a settlement of a 
woman's owl property to be made or entered into by herself shall 
have any validity against debts contracted by her before marriage.’’ The 
effect of that section was that a restraint against anticipation was to be 
uperative in all cas-s with one exception, viz., where it was sought to make 
#& woman’s Own property settled by herselt available to answer an ante- 
uuptial debt. It was contended for the plaintiffs that the first clause of 
section 19 only applied to post-nuptial debts, aud that the second clause 
prevented a restraint agaiust autivipativn jrom having validity in any case 
agamst unte-nuptial debts. The plaintiffs were eutitled to judgment 
azaiust the defendant personally: Lbinison, King, & Co. v. Lynes (1894, 
9 Q. B. 577). j 

Tne Cover (Matnaew and Cozens-Harvy, .JJ.) held that section 19 of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, cle.rly prevented the money 
payable under the separation deed from being available to answer the 
ante-nuptial debt. ‘he exception contained m that section only applied 
Lo a settlement of a woman’s own property by herself, and did not apply 
to money settled on a woman by her husband under a separation deed. 
They ordered the judgment to be rectified as prayed, and discharged the 
order for # receiver.—Cownser, Pritchett; Longstaffe. Sorscrtous, Ward, 
Bowie, & Vo., for T, W. Walthall, Birmingham ; Hulberts, Hussey, § Metcalfe, 
lor Eduan Locker, Birmingham. 

Reported by F. G. Rucken, Esy., Barristet-at-Law. | 


DOWDES & POOK (LIM.) ». POOK. No. 1. 12th Nov. 


- Covewant 1x Resrrarnr or Tasvy—Qestion ov Re wonantuness — 
Provincy. oy Juvev any Juny. 


HAYWOOD AND 


before Grantham, J., and a jury. ‘The action was brought to recover 
damages for breach of a covenant entered into by the defendant with the 
plaintiff company, on his being appointed to be the manager of the business 
carried on by them as cider merchants, that he would not “‘ either solely 
or jointly with, or as manager or agent for, any other person or persons or 
company, directly or indirectly, carry on or be engaged or concerned or 
interested in the business of a cider merchant . nor permit or 
suffer his name to be used or employed in carrying on or in connection with 
the said business for the term of five years after leaving the service of the 
company.” The plaintiffs also claimed an injunction to restrain further 
breaches. ‘The business of the company was carried on in Devonshire, 
there being agencies in various other parts of the country. The total 
capital of the company was about £9,000, and the majority of the customers 
resided in the South of England. At the trial Grantham, J., left the 
question to the jury whether the covenant was wider 1han was reason- 
ably necessary for the protection of the plaintiff company’s business, 
The jury found that it was wider than was necessary. The learned 
judge, notwithstanding this finding, held that, on the true con- 
struction of the covenant, it was not more than was reasonably 
necessary for the protection of the plaintiffs’ business, and granted 
the injunction asked for. The defendant applied for judgment. It 
was argued on his behalf that the question of reasonableness was one of 
fact, and therefore the finding of the jury was conclusive ; and, in the alter- 
native, that the learned judge was wrong in holding that this covenant was 
reasonable. On the part of the plaintiffs it was contended that the ques- 
tion of reasonableness, whether it was to be considered a question of fact 
or a mixed question of law and fact, was a question for the judge, and 
that the learned judge had answered the question rightly in this case ; and 
that in any event the question could not be left to the jury unless there 
was some evidence of unreasonableness, the onus in such a case being on 
the defendants. The following cases were cited: Mitchel v. Reynolds (1 
Smith’s Leading Cases (10th ed.), 391), Mallan v. May (11 M. & W. 653), 
Tallis v. Tallis (1 E. & B. 391), Roussillon v. Roussilion (14 Ch. D. 351), and 
Nordenfelt v. Maxim- Nordenfelt Guns and 4mmunition Co. (1804, A. OC. 535). 
Tue Covrr (Corus, M.R., and Matrnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the application, and directed judgment to be entered for the 
defendant. They held, first, that the question whether a particular covenant 
in restraint of trade was reasonable or unreasonable always had been con- 
sidered, and ought still to be considered, a question for the court, and not 
for the jury, there having been no change in the law in this respect ; 
secondly, that, under all the circumstances of the present case, the covenant 
was so wide as to be unreasonable.—Cowtnse., Clavell Salter ; J. A. Foote, 
K.C., and Semey. Soxicrrors, Dunn, Baker, § Baker, for Dunn § Baker, 
Exeter ; Mann & Crimp, for Hacker, Michelmore, § Brewcs, Newton Abbot. 
[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law* 












































High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re CALVERLEY’S SETTLED ESTATES. CALVERLEY +. CALVERLEY AND 
OTHERS, Farwell, J. 10th Nov. 


Serrtep Lanp Acts—Avrnuorizep Improvements—Acr or 1882, s. 25 
(x., xx.)—Corraces vox Lanovrers, &c.—Acr ov 1890, 8s. 15 (u.)— 
ADDITIONS OR ALTERATIONS TO Enanite Hovuse to ne Ler—Hovsine or 
THE Workinc Ciasses Act, 1890, s. 74 (1) (pn) —Dwettinecs AvAman_Le 
FOR THE Work1nG Ciasses—BurLpinG nor Insuriovus to rue Estate. 


Action by tenant for life of estates settled by the will of Edmund 
Calverley, who died in 1897. A scheme of works proposed to be carried 
out on the estate under the Settled Land Acts, and involving a consider- 
able expenditure, had been submitted to the trustees for the purposes of 
the Acts, who were willing to approve it subject to the favourable opinion 
of the court being obtained as to whether the works were improvements 
within the meaning of the Acts. At their suggestion the tenant for life 
issued an originating summons, to which the trustees, and two persons 
entitled in remainder, were made respondents. The last named parties 
opposed the application. The following were the works as to which 
questions chiefly arose: Reconstruction of a cottage occupied by a 
labourer, but which was rented in the name formerly borne by his wife, then 
the widow of a miner, and which consequently did not strictly answer the 
definition in section 25 (x.) of the Actof 1882. Small additions to ahouse occu- 
pied by one Dr. Buck on a yearly tenancy, and rated at less than £100 a year. 
it was in evidence that the tenant was likely to quit if the work was not 
done. Sanitary work at 1533 dwellings, rated for the most part at less than 
£8 a year, and none of them at so much as £100 a year each. They were 
occupied, some by labourers, others by tradespeople and persons of other 
callings. The following statutes were relied on by counsel for the 
applicant, and their application will be gathered from the judgment: The 
Settled Land Acts, 1882, s. 25 (x., xx.), and 1890, ss. 13 (ii.) and 18, and 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, s, 74 (1) (4), replacing 
section 11 (1) (4) of the repealed Act of 1885. The following cases were 
cited or referred to: Re Duke of Norfolk's Parliamentary Hstates (48 W. RB. 
328 ; 1900, 1 Ch. 461), Stanfordv. Roberts (49 W. R.315; 1901, 1 Ch, 440) ; 
and (by the court) Re Millard (41 W. R. 577 ; 1893, 3 Ch. 116). 

Farwe.1, J., in giving judgment, allowed the first item, on the ground 
that the cottage answered the description in section 25 (x.) of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882, sufficiently to bring its reconstruction, enlargement, 
or improvement within sub-section (xx). As to the doctor’s house, 
his lordship considered that section 15 (ii.) of the Settled Land 
Act, 1890, which authorizes (inter alia) ‘‘ additions to buildings 
reasonably necessary or proper to enable the same to be let’’ 





This was an application for judgment or a new trial in un action tried 


referred to a future vncisem, consequently, if the present tenant 
should give notice, the proposed work, if of sufficient magnitude to affect 
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the letting, would come within the sub-section. If the trustees were satis- 
fied that the doctor intended to leave, they need not wait till formal notice 
was given. The work would be an improvement within the Acts, and they 
had discretion to approve it. As to the 133 dwellings the learned judge 
held that the expression ‘‘ available for the working classes,’’ used in section 
74 (1) (6) of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890 (replacing a 

ed enactment), meant ‘‘ actually available,”” and consequently the 
sub-section could not apply to tenements occupied by persons e! in 
trade ; as to these last the applicant must fail. As to the rest of the 133 
dwellings, it was not disputed that so far as they came within the defini- 
tion of section 25 (x.) the proposed works in connection with them would 
be covered by section 25 (xx). Counsel for the trustees had pointed out a 
difficulty in applying section 74 (1) (4) of the Act of 1890 to section 25 (xx.) 
of the Act of 1882. The former sub-section extended the list of authorized 
improvements to ‘‘ dwellings available for the working classes, the building 
of which in the opinion of the court is not injurious to the estate,’’ and the 
argument was that sub-section (xx.) would not authorize the reconstruction 
&c., of such buildings unless they had originally been erected with the 
approval of the court. His lordship declined to place this limited construc- 
tion on the enactments, and held that the use,of the present and not the 
past tense shewed that it was at the time of building only that section 74 
(1) (J) required the court to be satisfied there was no injury to the estate. 
He therefore held that so far as the dwellings were available for the work- 
ing classes, the works proposed to be done upon them were within the 
Acts.—CounseL, Austen Cartmell ; Stafford Crossman ; Waee. So.tcrrors, 
Patersons, Snow, Bloxam, & Kinder, for Dibb § Co., Leeds; Pearce § Aldridge, 
for Greenwood, Teale, § Marriner, Leeds. 

| Reported by R. Hiri, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. j 
Re N. DEFRIES & CO. (LIM.). BOWEN v. N. DEFRIES & CO. (LIM). 
Buckley, J. 11th Nov. e 

CompaANy—DrEBENTURES—REGISTRATION—DatTE OF OREATION or SEcURITY— 

Priok AGreEMENT—Companies Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 48), s. 14. 

In this case the plaintiff, F. G. Bowen, a holder of forty £25 debentures 
of the above company, sued the company on behalf of himself and all 
other the holders of the first mortgage debenti&res of the company for a 
declaration that the mortgage debentures constituted a first charge upon 
the property, and for other usual relief. On the 2nd of March, 1903, the 
plaintiff, upon receipt of a letter from the company informing him that 
they had, by resolution of the 1st of March, 1903, resolved to issue certain 
debentures for £5,000, advanced to the company £499 14s., most of which 
was cash actually paid, but some part of which was value already given to 
the company. The above-mentioned debentures were sealed, some on the 
13th of March, others on the 16th of March, but they were not registered. 
On the 6th of April, 1903, it being reported to the board of directors 
that part of a series of £5,000 debentures had been sealed, but had 
not been issued, it was resolved by the board that these debentures 
should be cancelled, and that others should be issued, as to part in 
exchange for debentures constituting the prior issue, and as to the 
balance, £1,000, part thereof, should be issued to the plaintiff. The 
above-mentioned forty debentures were in pursuance of this resolu- 
tion sealed on the 7th of April, 1903, and issued to the plaintiff. These 
debentures were endorsed with the certificate of registration of the 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies on the 11th of April, 1903. The 
writ in this action was taken out on the 20th of April, 1903. Upon 
the 26th of May, 1903, an order was made for the compulsory winding 
up of the company. The present action was by leave continued against 
the liquidator. The defence was that the date of the resolution of the lst 
of March, or that of the letter informing the plaintiff of it, was the 
time of the creation of the security of the plaintiff, and that consequently 
the debentures actually issued to him and registered on the llth of 
April had not been registered within the twenty-one days limited by the 
Companies Act, 1900. 

Brcx.ry, J.—It has been proved that there was an agreement by the 
company with the plaintiff, made by the letter sent to him on the 2nd of 
March, 1903, to give him these debentures as a security for his advance. 
In a certain sense that agreement created a security. The only point 
argued before me has been whether the debentures issued to the plaintiff 
were registered in time. If there was (as I think there was) an agreement 
on the 2nd ot March, 1903, to give debentures to the amount of £1,000 to 
the plaintiff, the question is whether it was sufficient to ister on the 11th 
of April, 1903, debentures which had in fact been issued upon the 7th of 
April. In my opinion it was sufficient. The debentures sealed in pur- 
suance of the resolution of the Ist of March were not registered ; but the 
plaintiff was not relying upon them. He considered that they were not a 
valid security ; but, in satisfaction of his bargain of the 2nd of March he 
got the debentures of the 7th of April. This was the security upon which 
he relied. The fact thatthe plaintiff did not get the security of the 2nd of 
March does not shew that the ment of that date was void, although 
it was inoperative until porteoten tar registration. The plaintiff remained 
in possession of that agreement, and was entitled under it to take the 
debentures sealed on the 7th of April and registered on the 11th of April, 
I think that the debentures given to the plaintiff were duly registered 
Within section 14 of the Companies Act, 1900, and that he is entitled to 
them as a security for his debt. Judgment for the plaintiff.—Counss., 
Levett, K.C., and Jessel; Hustace Smith, Soxscrrons, Henry Moore; 8. J. 
Woodham Smith. 

{Reported by Nevitte Tessurt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


GARNER v, MURRAY & WILKINS, Joyce, J. 29th Oct.; 5th and llth 
Nov. 


Furrner Consrpernation, From an Orper, or Parrnersare Accounrs— 
Insurricrent Assets To Reray tue OarrraL—Question or ADJUSTMENT. 


Adjourned summons. In pursuance of u declaration to that effect, the 


partnership consisting of the plaintiff and defendants was dissolved, and 
a receiver was appointed. ere was left in court to the credit of the 
partnership a sum of £764 9s. 4d., the balance resulting after all debts 
and outgoings from the firm had been paid. Mr. Wilkins, one af the 
partners, was indebted to the firm at the time of taking the certificate of 
the 29th of July, 1901, in the sum of £263 3s. 1d., and this was treated as 
irrecoverable. By the certificate of the 29th of July, 1901, the capital 
found to be due in respect to the partnership was: Plaintiff, £2,500 ; 
(Murray) defendant, £314 3s. 4d.—total, £2,814 3s. 4d. (eight-ninths 
plaintiff’s, one-ninth defendant’s). The assets (treating Wilkins’ debt 
as irrecoverable) available to repay £2,814 3s. 4d. due for capital amounted 
to £1,916 19s. 8d. The deficiency of capital was accordingly £2,814 3s. 4d., 
minus £1,916 19s. 8d. = £897 3s. 8d, ‘The question for the cours was how as 
between the two partners this deficit, due to the default of a third partner, 
was to be borne. The flowing cases were referred to: Ross v. White 
(1894, 3 Ch. 326), Nuwell v. Nowell (L. R. 7 Eq. 538), Wood v. Scoles (1 Ch. 
369), Ex parte Maude (6 Ch. 51), Potter v. Jackson (13 Ch. D. 845), and 
Binney v. Mutrie (12 A.C. 160); also Lindley on Partnership (6th ed.), 
601 ; and Partnership Act, 1890, s. 44, 

Joyczr, J.—The real question in this case is how, as between two 
partners, the ultimate deficit, which arises in the partnership assets from 
the default of a third partner to contribute his share of the capital, is to 
be borne by them. We have nowin the Partmership Act, 1890, a code which 
defines the mode in which the assets of a firm are to be dealt with in the 
final settlement of the accounts after dissolution. Section 44 is plain. 
I don’t find anything in that section to make a solvent partner liable to 
contribute for an insolvent partner who fails to do so. Sub-section (4) of 
section 44 proceeds on the supposition that contributions have been paid or 
levied. Here the effect of levying is that two partners can pay and one 
cannot. It is suggested by Mr. Younger that each partner is to bear an 
equal loss. But when the section says losses are to be borne equally, it 
means losses sustained by the firm. It cannot be that. There is no rule 
that the ultimate personal loss of each partner, after he has performed his 
obligations to the firm, shall be the safe as, or in any given proportion to, 
that of any other partner. I have to follow the Act, and I see no difficulty 
in doing so in this case. In the result I agree in the main with Mr. Russell’s 
scheme. The assets must be applied in paying to each partner, rateably, 
what is due from the firm to him, account being taken of the equal con- 
tributions to be made by them. There is nothing in the authorities or in 
the passage in Lindley on Partnership to which reference has been made 
which is inconsistent with the result at which I have arrived.—Cownsr., 
Hughes, K.C., and Frank Russell; Younger, K.C., and Cozens-Hardy. 
Soricrrors, Balfour, Allen, §& North ; Crowder, Vizard, & Oldham. 

[Reported by ALrrep C. Tuomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
DOVER ». PROSSER. Div. Court. 16th Nov. 


RectstratTion or Evectors—PARLIAMENTARY AND Country Counc, Fran- 
CHISE—FULLY-QuALIFIeD Lysanrrant Occurrer—Heap Master or Scroon 
—Resmence Provinep sy Boarp or Manacers—Occvupation By Virtur 
or SERVICES. 

In this instance the revising barrister for the Medway Division of Kent 
had refused to place the name of the appellant in Division I., the appellant's 
contention being that he was a fully-qualified inhabitant occupier, and 
entitled to both the Parliamentary and county council franchise. The 
case stated that the appellant, Mr. Arthur John Dover, was the head master 
of what was formerly a voluntary school, but had now, under the Education 
Act, passed to the Kent County Council asa non-provided school at Wortham 
in Kent. Attached to the school premises was a dwelling-house, and according 
to the practice, which was said to be general in all school districts, under the 
agreement between the schoolmaster and the managers, in addition to his 
salary the schoolmaster was allowed to live in that residence. The 
revising barrister disallowed the claim for the full franchise, holding that 
Mr. Dover occupied the house in virtue of his services as schoolmaster, and 
not otherwise, that no deduction was made in conseyuence of his doing so ; 
and that if a new schoolmaster was appointed he would presumably be 
entitled to reside in the house now occupied by Mr. Dover. The name of 
the appellant was therefore placed in Division IT. instead of, as he claimed, 
in Division I. No one appeared for the respondent. 

Tue Cover (Lord Atvexsrone, C.J., and Kennzpy and Danie, JJ.) held 
that the occupation of the house by the appellant was not necessary to the 
performance of his duties as head master. That was the true test in all 
such cases as these. The revising barrister had not found as a fact that 
the appellant was bound to reside in this house, and therefore he was 
entitled to his full vote. Appeal allowed with costs.—CounseL, Henry Lynn 
and 7. A. Organ, for the appellant. Soxrcrrors, Baker ¢ Nairae. 


{Reported by Exsxixe Rup, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
PEARCE v. MERRIMAN. Div. Court. 16th Nov. 


Rueistrrarion or Exrecrors —Occuration Francuiss—Trxant —AGREEMENT 
ny Hvussanp to Pay ars Wire Rant ror tus House Waicn Breane 
Her Proverry ry Oxver to Rerars His Vors—Bowni Finer Tenancy. 


The ap in this instance was inst the decision of the revising 
barrister the Westbury Division of Wiltshire, who had held that for the. 
purposes of the franchise a man could not be occupying tenant of 
a house of which his wife was the owner, although for the 
of retaining a vote he paid her rent for the premises, 
were stated thus: The house ocoupied by the t became his 





wife’s property on the death of her mother, to whom the appellant 
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had previously paid rent, and with the object of retaining his right 
to vote he agreed with his wife to pay her the same rent as he had 
been paying to her mother. The revising barrister thought that the wife 
might let to her husband any of her property of which she gave up the 
occupation to him, but that th; joint occupation of the premises was 
inconsistent with the relationship of landlord and tenant. Counsel for the 
appellant said the revising barrister had come to an erroneous conclusion 
in point of law in holding that the agreement by the husband to become 
his wife’s tenant was inoperative to constitute him the occupier as a 
tenant. The effect of the Married Women's Property Act, 1882, was to 
make the wife a feme sole in dealing with her separate estate. She resided 
at the house merely because she was the wife of the tenant, under her 
rights as his wife to share his residence. Her being there did not 
constitute a ‘‘joint’’ occupation, and that the decision in Hall v. 
Michelmore (18 Times L. R. 33) did not apply. No one appeared for the 
respondent, 

Lord Atvexstonr, C.J., said that in Hall v. Michelmore it was attempted 
to shew that the mere fact that the wife owned the house was sufficient to 
make the husband the occupier. That case did not decide this case, 
because here there was no suggestion that the alleged tenancy was a mere 
colourable agreement to entitle the husband to a vote. The real question 


in all these cases was whether this was a real tenancy. The appellant 


produced his rent-book, and on the evidence given there was nothing to 
suggest that there was not a bund fide agreement. In his opinion, where 
there was a real tenancy proved, the tenant was entitled to vote whether 
the landlord was his wife or not. 

Kennepy and Daruine, JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal 
allowed with costs.—CounseL, Lewis Thomas. Soutcrrors, Milner § 
Bickford. 

[Reported by Exsxine Rein, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


VICKERS v. SELWYN. Div. Court. 16th Nov. 


RecisrRaAtion or Exectrors—FRrerxotp Benerrce—Ciamm BY VICAR OF A 
District Cuurcn Basep on Recerrt or Pew Rents or AN ANNUAL VALUE 
or More Tuan 40s.—8 Hen. 6, ©. 7. 


This was an appeal by the objector against the decision of the revising 
barrister for the Romford Division of Essex, who had allowed the claim of 
the respondent to have his name inserted in the parliamentary list of 
voters for the parish of West Ham in respect of a freehold benefice. The 

mdent was the vicar of St. Matthew’s, Stratford, and was appointed 
by licence of the bishop of the diocese to that office in 1901. By that 
licence he was ‘‘ authorized to receive and enjoy the stipends, profits and 
advantages belonging tothe office,’’ which consisted, in addition to an annual 
sum paid by the ecclesiastical commissioners, of the fees for marriages 
solemnized in the church and the pew rents paid by the parishioners and 
others for the exclusive right of pews or sittings. It was found by the 
revising barrister and so stated in the case that the pew rents 
amounted to some £200 a year, and that they were collected half- 
yearly by the churchwardens as agents on behalf of the vicar, and 
were handed over to and received by him when collected for his 
own absolute use and benefit. There never was any assignment of 
the pew rents by deed or document (other than the licence), but the 
present vicar and his predecessors had always received them by virtue of 
their office as vicar of the church. It was contended on behalf of the 
appellant that the receipt of the pew rents was insufficient to confer a 
suficient freehold interest on the respondent to support the claim, because 
in order to make the receipt of pew rents an interest in land the vicar must 
have had some interest that would have enabled him to sue for them, and 
such as would have given him the ordinary rights of a freeholder. Here 
it was admitted that the churchwardens alone could sue the renters for 
the pew rents. The vicar’s position was merely that of a person who was 
in the enjoyment of a yearly sum arising out of a licence which had 
been granted to someone else. Although the freehold of the site of 
the church and the fabric of the church belonged to the vicar he had no 
interest in the pews. The finding that the churchwardens collected the 

w rents as the vicar’s agents was a finding of mixed fact and law not 

inding on the appellant, and Kirton v. Dear (L. R. 5 C. P. 217), Hinde v. 
Chariton (L. R. 2 C. P. 104), a dictum by Bovill, C.J., in Beswick v. Alker 
(8 C. P., at p. 267), and the Church Building Acts (58 Geo. 3, c. 45, and 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 104) were cited. It was further contended that neither 
the decision in Beswick v. Alker (supra) nor that in Ex parte Arrowsmith 
(8 Ch. D. 96) were against the appellant’s contention, because 
in this case there was no evidence on which the inference of agency 
on the part of the churchwardens could be inferred. [Kznnepy, 
J.—How can we hold in this case, on the finding of the revising 
barrister, that the interest in the pew rents, which certainly were 
by reason of his having the freehold of the church vested in him by the 
licence of the bishop, were not of the value of 40s. when it is expressly found 
that they are worth from £190 to £200ayear?] In Ex parte arrowsmith 
the vicar attempted to charge or mortgage his pew rents ; and it was held 
he could not do_so under 13 Eliz. c. 20. The words of 8 Hen. 6, c. 7, 
creating the franchise are ‘‘ free land or tenement of the value of 40s. 
above all charges,’’ and the freehold to found such a qualification must be 
capable of being charged. [Kennepy, J.—But that case also decided 
that the interest which the vicar desired to mortgage was a substantial 
interest. 

Tux Cover (Lord Atversronez, C.J., and Kennepy and Daruine, JJ.) 
held on the case as stated that the finding of the revising barrister that the 
pew rents were collected by the churchwardens as ag-nts on behalf of the 
vicar, and were handed over to him for his own absolute use and benefit, 
was a finding of fact that they could not overrule, and they must assume 
by whatever mode and under whatever right the vicar received the pew rents 
it amounted, under the ‘‘ sentence of consecration’’ by which it was con- 


ferred, to an equitable freehold interest in the land, although to not such 
interest as would entitle him to dispose of it. The appeal of the objector 
was accordingly dismissed, leave to appeal, however, being granted.— 
CounseL, Roskill, K.C., and 7. G. Palmer; Daldy. Soxscrrors, Russell, 
Cooke, § Co. ; Ayrton, Biscoe, § Barelay. 
[Reported by Erskine Rein, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
HOWARTH v. FORDER. Walton J. 13th Nov. 


Conrract—ConstRucTION—ACCEPTANCE WITHIN REASONABLE T™e—Woo, 
TRavbr. 


Action tried in the Commercial Court. This was an action for £49 as 
damages for breach of a contract to supply a quantity of wool. The plaintiff 
and defendant were wool staplers, the former carrying on business at 
Halifax, and the latter at Winchester. Three points were raised —viz,, 
(i.) as to. whether there was a contract, (ii.) whether the contract was 
accepted within a reasonable time, and (iii.) as to damages. The alle 
contract was contained in the following correspondence: ‘‘ May 19, 1903, 
Messrs. Howarth & Sons. Gentlemen,— ... The extra Diamond Teg 
Matching is cheap at 12d. nett. . . . Youcan have two sheets at 12d., with 
firm offer of the bulk if agreeable, but nothing less will buy the wool at 
present.—Yours, W. Forper.’’ ‘“‘ May 21, 1903. Mr. W. Forder. Dear 
Sir,— .. . We take it that we have firm offer of the remainder of the Extra 
Diamond Teg Matching at 12d. for reply when we have seen the sample 
sheets.—Yours truly, E. Howartn & Sons.’”’ ‘‘ May 22, 1903. Messrs, 
Howarth & Sons. Gentlemen,— ... As to the Extra Diamond Teg 
Matchings you are quite right as to having the offer of remainder at invoice 
of 2 sheets. I expect the 2 sheets are with you thisa.m. . . . —Yours, 
W. Forper.’”’ ‘ May 23,1903. Mr. W. Forder. Dear Sir,—... Will 
let you know about remainder of Extra Teg Matchings as soon as we have 
séen sample sheets.—Yours truly, E. Howarrn & Sons.’’ ‘‘ May 26, 1903, 
Telegram to Forder, Winchester. Accept remainder Extra Diamond 
Teg; 12 equal to sample sheets; writing.—Howarrn.” ‘May 26, 
1903. Mr W. Forder. Dear Sir,—We wired you as follows this 
afternoon which we now beg to confirm, ‘Accept remainder Extra 
Diamond Teg ; 12 equal to sample sheets ; writing.’ You may send them 
by the water route if the rate includes full insurance from total or partial 
loss by fire or water. The two sample sheets weighed in 3 lbs. each 
light. We cannot afford to have any short weight on this lot of wool as it 
will turn the bare profit we have into a loss. Kindly credit our account 
with 6s. and see that we have good weight allowed in weighing the bulk.— 
Yours truly, E. Howartn & Son.” The two sample sheets arrived at the 
— warehouse about noon on Saturday, the 23rd of May. On 

aturday afternoon, Saturday being a half day, the sample was not 
inspected. On Monday the two partners in the plaintiff’s firm were away 
on business, the one at the Bradford Wool Exchange, the other away 
travelling. On Tuesday, the 26th, the sample was inspected, and in the 
afternoon the telegram was sent to Winchester. The alleged contract 
quantity was two sample sheets, plus the eighteen sheets, which latter were 
not delivered. The defendant on the 27th of May informed the plaintiff 
that he had disposed of the wool elsewhere. The plaintiff contended (1) 
there was a contract, (2) that the acceptance was within a reasonable time, 
and (3) that £49 was the damage caused in having to get the woul elsewhere. 
The defendant contended that (1) there was no contract, the parties not 
being ad idem, because the plaintiff, in his acceptance, introduced a topic 
of discussion ; (2) that the plaintiffs should be diligent in accepting, which 
is meant by the words ‘‘for reply when we have seen the sample sheets” 
in plaintiffs’ letter of the 21st of May; and that the plaintiffs did noi 
accept within the time which was understood and meant by both parties, 
or within a reasonable time. 
Watron, J., in giving judgment, said that in reference to the first point 
he was of opinion that there was a contract, the acceptance of which was 
contained in the telegram and letter of the 26th of May, and that the word 
‘writing ’’ in the telegram did not preclude the telegram from being an 
poe pm The offer was dealt with by the telegram. Assuming that the 
word ‘‘ writing ’’ qualified the acceptance, it was necessary to look at the 
letter of the 26th of May; in that letter the plaintiffs ‘‘confirm’’ the 
telegram. Reference was made to other matters—viz., to the route and to 
short weight in the samples, but that did not, he thought, qualify the 
acceptance. The letter of the 26th of May contained a suggestion 
that the weight was not the proper invoice weight, and that was why the 
plaintiffs asked the defendant to ‘‘ kindly credit our account with 6s., 
and see that we have good weight allowed in weighing the bulk.’ As to 
the question whether the offer was open on the 26th of May, he was of 
opinion that the words ‘firm offer’’ in the letter of the 19th of May, 
in which the offer was first made, meant that the option to buy was given 
unless first revoked. Two sheets were invoiced at 12d., and the remaining 
18 sheets at the same price. He thought that the let:er of the 21st of May 
meant that the firm offer was not to be revoked until the sample sheets had 
been seen, and that the offer was not qualified in favour of the defendant. 
If that was so the offer remained firm—i.¢., open until revoked. If, however, 
the contract was to be read as to mean a reasonable time for acceptance, 
he was of opinion that the offer had been accepjed within a reasonable 
time. On those two questions he was against the defendants, and gave 
judgment for the plaintiff for £40, and certified that it was a proper case 
to be tried in the High Court. —Counse., <Adkin ; Grimwood Mears. 
Soxicrrors, Burn § Berridge, for J. R. Farrar, Halifax ; Church, Prior, ¢ 
Adams, for P. W. Snelling, Winchester. 


| Reported by W. T. Turron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 















Mr. Severn has been appointed librarian of the Honourable Society of 





Gray’s-jnn in succession to Mr. W. R. Douthwaite, who has retired after 
a service of thirty-seven years. . 
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Law Societies. 


United Law Society. 


Nov. 15.—Mr. J. F. W, Galbraith presided.—The subject for debate 
was: ‘‘That West Ham Union (Guardians of) v. Holbeach was wrongly 
decided.”? Settlement—Chiid under Sixteen—Divided Parishes and 
Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876 (72 L. J. K. B. M. C. 801). Mr. J. 
Wylie moved, and Mr. O. G. Moran opposed the motion. The speakers 
were Messrs. E. J. Ledbetter, N.. Tebbutt, and F. O. Clutton. The 
motion was carried. The society’s annual report records with regret the 
death of Mr. Grinham Keen, one of the vice-presidents, and one of the 
society’s earliest members. During the last session twenty-one debates 
had been held, in addition to joint debates with other societies, and 
fourteen new members had been elected. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on Tuesday : 

Lincoutn’s-1nn.—H. G. B. Ellis. Ball. Coll., Oxford, B.A.; R. Bayly, 
New Coll., Oxford, B.A.; F. H. Dalston, St. John’s Coll., Oxford, B.A. ; 
Amar Singh, Downing Ooll., Camb.*; Hiralal Verma, Christ’s Coll., 
Camb. ; F. K. Loewenthal, Trinity Hall, Camb.; Qamar Shah Khan, 
Univ. Coll., Oxford; F. Y. Stanger, Lincoln Coll., Oxford, B.A. ; Basanta 
Kumar Lahiri, Presidency Coll., Caleutta, B.A.; H. N. Devenish, St. 
John’s Coll., Camb., M.A.; G. W. Falkner; Sheikh Dost Mohammad ; 
Mohammed Fazal Elahi; Jehangir Cowasji Bilimoria; W. J. Jeeves ; 
P, R. O. A. Simner, Exeter Coll., Oxford, B.A. ; and F. M. Hillier. 

Inner Temrire.—W. J. Clennell, B.A., London; G. E. Mills; F. H. M. 
Parker, B.A., Oxford ; J.G. Trapnell, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; R F. Sawyer, 
B.A., Oxford; J. P. Obeyesékere, B.A., Camb. ; D. Obeyesékere, B.A., 
Camb.; C. Waley-Cohen, B.A., Oxford; T. H. Chittenden, M.D., 
Durham; A. T. Isaac, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; H. MeKenna, B.A., Oxford ; 
D. Rhys, B.A., Oxford ; Sheikh Mohammed Abdul Aziz; R. A. Williams, 
B.A., Oxford; J. B. Marshall, B.A., Oxford ; C. L. Chute, B.A., Oxford ; 
A. T. Bucknill, B.A., Oxford; G. H. Higgins, B.A., B.C.L., Oxford ; 
C. B. Wylde, Oxford; G. M. Hepworth, B.A., Oxford; N. Anderson, 
B.A., Oxford; A. A. Thomas, B.A., Royal Univ. of Ireland; G. E. Reiss, 
B.A., Camb. ; and W. J. Douglass, B.A., LL.B., Camb. 

Mipprz Temrie.—H. Knight, B.A., LL.B., Honours in Common Law 


and Equity, prize in Criminal Law, Council of Legal Education, October, 
1901 ; studentship, May, 1902; A. E. Ellis; G. D Stanford, B.A., Oxon ; 
J. W. Jenkins, B.A., Univ. Coll., Oxford; J. S. Low, M.B., Ch B., 
B.Sc., Edinburgh, D.P.H., London; E. Dunkels, B.A., LL.B.; E. D. 
Wetton ; Taravata Gopolan Nayar, B.A., B.L., Madras; Chettur Mad- 
havan Nayar, B.A., Madras Univ., M.R.A.S.; W. Pittman, B.A., Oxford ; 
A. D. Cowburn, M.R.C.S., D.P.H., L.R.O.P. ; Ajoy Chunder Dutt, B.A., 
Honours, Oxford; H. W. W. Grain; Prabhat Kumar Mukerji, B.A., 
Calcutta Univ.; C.M. Knowles, LL.B., London; and R. A. Griffith. 

Gray’s-1nn.—E. R. Osborne, certificate of honour, Council of Legal 
Education, Michaelmas, 1903 ; T. D. Maxwell, B.A., Ball. Coll., Oxford, 
Assistant District Commissioner, Southern Nigeria; R. J: Silley: Adul 
Hakim, B.A., Calcutta Univ.; and W. J. Oakes, B.A., London Univ., 
LL.B., Victoria Univ., Liverpool. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stvpents’ Desatrnc Socrery.—Nov. 17.—Chairman, Mr. Robert A. 
Gordon.—The subject for debate was: ‘That the case of McDowall v. 
Great Western Railway (Co. (1903, 2 K. B. 331) was wrongly decided.”’ 
(Negligence—Liability—Interference by trespassers.) Mr. H. T. Thomson 
opened in the affirmative, Mr. S. M. Hastings Rhodes seconded in the 
affirmative ; Mr. W. N. Gibb opened in the negative, Mr. Eustace B. Ames 
seconded in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. 
J. E. ©. Adams, R. P. Croom Johnson, Harold W. Pollock, F. J. A. 
Leggett, Hugh Rendell, Harold Elwell, 8. B. Gottlieb, K. W. Greene, 


J.T. Roper, F. A. Coe, W. E. Singleton. The chairman having summed 
up, the motion was lost by thirteen votes. There were forty members 
present. 








Many are the hard sayings, remarks the Globe, that have been heaped 
upon the head of the professional witness. Everybody is familiar with the 
classification of witnesses for which Lord Justice Mathew is believed to 
be responsible: ‘‘ Liars, ——liars, and expert witnesses.’”” The Attorney- 
General, unable on one occasion to reconcile the evidence of some certain 
scientific witnesses with some passages he quoted from their published 
works, observed, ‘‘I prefer to accept the treatises of these distinguished 
gentlemen rather than their affidavits.’’ Not less severe in his treatment 
of this much-abused class of witnesses is the Solicitor-General for Scot- 
land, who, in a recent address to the Scots Law Society on ‘‘ The Art of 
Advocacy,” said: ‘‘As to the professional witness pure and simple—if 
such adjectives may appropriately be used in reference to him—I have no 
separate word for him ; he is at his worst and wildest a rather unspeakable 


’ 
person.’ : 





known that prisoners could give evidence at any 
the advisability of their giving evidence at an 
before them as strongly as it might be. Prisoners who 
did not get the full benefit of it when it was reserved for a jury. 


Obituary. 
Sir Henry Ludlow. 


Sir Henry Ludlow died on Tuesday. He was the son of Mr. 
Ludlow, of Hertford, and was educated at Christ’s Hospital and St. John’s 
College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar in 1862, having ia the 
previous year obtained the studentship. In 1874 he was appointed 
Attorney-General of Trinidad, and held that office until in 1886 he was 
appointed Chief Justice of the Leeward Islands. He was knighted in 
1890, and retired in 1891. 


——— 
——— 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Henxy Water Rypon, of the firm of Watson, Dyer, & Rydon, 
solicitors, of 2, Whittington-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London, has been 
appointed by the Supreme Court of the Transvaal a Commmissioner to 
Examine Witnesses and to Administer Oaths for the Transvaal Colony. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Axrucrk Biack and Artur Moss, solicitors (Black & Moss), 2, Clement’s- 
inn, Strand. Noy. 11. [ Gazette, Nov. 13. 





General. 


The Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved will sit on 
Friday, the 27th inst., when the Lord Chief Justice will preside, and 


several of the other judges will be present. 


We are informed that the address on ‘‘The Supreme Court of the 
United States—Its Place in the Constitution,” delivered by the American 
Ambassador, as president of the Social and Political Education Leagne, to 
which we refer elsewhere, has been reprinted, and that copies, price 
threepence, may be obtained from Mr. C. E. Hecht, 3, Essex-court, 
Temple, E.C. 
Mr. Justice Channell, at the Northampton Assizes, says the Daily Mail, 
said that the sooner advocates learned that ‘‘ reserved their defence ’’ meant 
that they had no defence, the better it would be. It was not sufficiently 
=a of the hearing, and 
early 


8 was not put 
hed a story to tell 


In charging the Grand Jury at the Central Criminal Court this week, the 
Recorder commented upon the waste of time at the court in trying dis- 
reputable foreigners. He was informed, he said, that whenever a 
foreigner became an abominable nuisance in his country, and the police 
did not know what to do with him, they sent him over here. Thus it was 
that, sessions after sessions, they were continuously engaged in trying 
disreputable foreigners. He certainly thought that the matter was one 
which should engage the serious consideration of the authorities. 


A magistrate’s clerk, writing to the Times on the difficulty arising in 
giving effect to the Inebriates Act, 1898, says: ‘‘That the purpose of the 
Act is salutary no person can doubt; the remissness of justices to take 
advantage ot it is, in my experience, certainly not caused by any want of 
desire on their part to grapple with an ever-present evil; it is chiefly due 
to the great difficulty of getting legal proof that the offender is ‘an 
habitual drunkard’ as defined by the Inebriates Act, 1879. Without 
such proof the detention of an offender under section 2 of the Inebriates 
Act, 1898, cannot be ordered. 


Tn an actual case on trial recently in the United States District Court for 
the District of West Virginia, says the Central Law Journal, the character 
of a female witness for truth and veracity was sought to be impeached. 
One of her neighbours, a man from the mountains, was on the stand. He 
was asked: ‘Are you acquainted with the reputation of Mrs. Smith for 
truth and veracity in the neighbourhood in which she dwells?”’ ‘I am,”’ 
he replied. ‘‘ Well, is it or bad? ’’ asked the court, who often took 
part in such matters. ‘* Well, your honour, her reputation for truth is all 
right, but as for her veracity—some say she would, and some say she 
wouldn’t.”” 

Judge Enfiden severely criticized the Money-lenders Act at the Lambeth 
County Court, says the Daily Mail, in a case heard before him this week. 
Since the Act had become law, he said, moneylending had enormously 
increased, There were now many women moneylenders and “ infant ”’ 
oo a wpe ba ay” = making a living rd of their ap 
workmen by means of it, and its spread among poor, ignorant people little 
able to protect. themselves’ was ee ake Fee come The same journal 
says that a few days ago a stylishly d woman entered Somerset House 
and astonished a clerk by asking to be ered as a moneylender. Her 
sex being no legal obstacle, she was to a pay fee of one guinea, and 
was duly handed a licence permitting her to carry on the business of 
moneylender for a period of three years. “ - " j 
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Mr. Stewart Black, Judicial Adviser to the Siamese Government, has 
ne ogpa says the Times, a report on the work of the Ministry of Justice 
or the year 121 of the Siamese ‘ra, or 1902-3. In 1892 all jurisdictions, 
except military and naval courts and that of the palace, were concentrated 
in the Ministry of Justice. At first the change was confined to Bangkok, 
and three years later it was extended to all the central provinces, but the 
outlying provinces remain as before, except that appeals from them may 
to the Appeal Court at Bangkok. As time and money permit, these 
istricts will also be incorporated into the new system. The provinces are 
divided into districts, each with its court having jurisdiction in civil cases 
up to 5,000 ticals and in criminal matters up to ten years’ imprisonment. 
From these appeals lie to the court of the capital of the province, which 
has also unlimited civil and criminal jurisdiction, with an appeal to 
Bangkok. ‘There is a final appeal to the King, who has delegated his 
jurisdiction to five members, who form the Supreme Court of Appeal. 
The local courts are subject to inspection by a body of commiesioners, of 
which the Minister of Justice and the Judicial Adviser are members. 
These courts appear to work satisfactorily ; the procedure is essentially 
English in form, and is based on that of the British Consular Court in 
Bangkok. The law is, of course, Siamese, and the ancient laws of the 
country are wide anc elastic enough to meet almost all modern require- 
ments of the people, and it has been thought better to work on this basis 
than to import a new code with which the people are unfamiliar. A law 
school has been established, where young men are trained for posts as 
subordinate judges. 


At the Northampton Assizes on Tuesday, says the Times, Mr. Justice 
Channell, in charging the grand jury, called attention to the manner in 
which in many cases the depositions were taken by the clerks to the 
justices. In one of the cases in the calendar he found a memorandum 
that a witness for the prosecution who had given evidence before the 
magistrates was not present when the prisoner was committed for trial, 
and in consequence was not bound over to give evidence, nor was a copy 
of his evidence before him (the learned judge). If the evidence was unim- 
portant no harm was done, but if it was important it would be obvious 
that an adjournment would be necessary for the depositions to be duly 
taken and signed, so that if necessary they might be used. The memo- 
randum further stated that at the request of the prisoner’s solicitor two 
witnesses were called by the solicitor for the prosecution and did, in fact, 
give evidence on oath and were bound over to appear and give 
evidence at the trial, but their statements were not taken. Those 
statements should have been taken. Because the case happened to be 
prosecuted by the Treasury he had before him a report of the medical 
officer of the prison and various other reports in connection with the case, 
among which were what he supposed to be the statements of the two 
witnesses to which he had referred. it was obvious that, if the witnesses 
were to be referred to at all and bound over to give evidence, 
their evidence should be taken down and be upon the depositions. 
It was important that the evidence of a witness whose evidence 
was tendered in favour of a prisoner should be dealt with in the same 
manner as the evidence of a witness for the prosecution. The statute dealt 
in the same way with both, and gave both the same opportunity of reading 
the depositions as evidence at the trial in case of the inability of the 
witness to attend owing to death or sickness. The learned judge further 
dealt with the taking down of evidence by magistrates’ clerks. and said 
that he noticed that often when the prisoner gave evidence before the 
magistrates his statement was not taken down. That it should be carefully 
done was most important. Certain inquiries had been made as to the cir- 
cumstances under which prisoners should be committed to the assizes 
instead of the quarter sessions under the Assizes Relief Act. It appears 
that the difficulty arose from the practice of some judges since the above 
Act trying all the prisoners under the impression that it was their duty to 
deliver the gaols. The Act, however, provided to the contrary. Magistrates 
should exercise the discretion given them, and consider, before committing, 
the dates of the next assizes or sessions. Where the sessions were con- 
siderably later than assizes, unless the case was one in which bail might 
be given, the proper course was to commit to the assizes. Personally he 
should not, without application from the prisoner, try any case that had 
been committed for trial to the quarter sessions. 
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The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


Noy. 25.— Messrs. Doucias Youna & Co., at the Mart, at 2: —Westminster Bridge-road: 
Valuable Freehold Ground-rent of £425 per annum, secured upon the important fully. 
licensed property known as the Horse and Groom, 122 and 124, Westminster Bri 
road, with —s for over 30 horses; leased for 80 years from December, 1 
Solicitors, Messrs. Fraser & Christian, London. (See advertisement, Nov. 14, p. iv.) 


Result of Sale 
Reversions Anp Lire Po.icizs. 


Messrs. H. E. Fosrzr & Cranvietp held their usual Fortnightly Sale, No. 751, of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following lots were sold, 
the total of sale being £5,110 : 


REVERSIONS: £ 
Absolute to £3,978 12s. 8d. ; life 47 ... ie ? “i acs «. Sold 850 
Absolute to No. 230a, Queen’s-road, Dalston (leasehold) ; life 70 ... ” 140 

LIFE INTEREST in Freeholds producing £157 10s. per annum ; life 45 a 650 

LIFE POLICIES : 

For £4,000; life 62 oe eee ooo ove ove 
For £500 ; life 71 “as ; o os me eee on me 
For £1,000, fully paid ; life 49 ies “ os o eee ous 470 
For £600; life 63 ab a a oon ose ooo eee oes 240 


2,310 
450 








a . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 

Brapvrorp Derenceyt Fivuin Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 6, 
directed to be heard Nov 24. Beal & f{Payne, Budge row, solors for petner. Notice of 
me must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
Nov 2 

CastLeBar Estate Co, Limrrep (in Liguiparrion) —Creditors are required, on or before 


Dee 22, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Standring & Co, Bedford row, solors for liquidators ° 


Craossy & Co, Lumtep (1x Votuntrary Liquipation) —Creditors are required, on or before 
lec 23, eir names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Lund, 5, Charles st, Bradford. Wade & Co, Bradford, solors 


EurMmann Bros, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 7, directed to heard Noy 
24. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st, solors tor petners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 23 


Evro Gory Miyes, Liarrep—Creditors are required on or before Dec 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Bye, 1, 
Queen Victoria st 


Friacstarr Goutp Mixes, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send 
their names and , and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Walter 
Dangerfield, Dashwood House, 9, Broad st 


K. Bruckmaxy & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 28, to send in 
their names and the bg pose of their debts, or claims to Alex Voorwinden, 11 
Water ln. Trinder & Co, Leadenhall st, solors for liquidator 


KeyaaM Barron Freenoip Buiipine Estate Co, Limirep (1v Votunrary LiguipAtioy) 
- tors are required, on or before Nov 27, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Davey, 24, Bedford st, Plymouth - 

New WE Lp Hercures Gop Minzs, Limitev -Creditors are required, on or before Dec 12, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Henry Roscoe, 17, Old Broad st 


Rassits & Sons, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before Dec 24, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Thomas Rabbits 
and Louis Edward Fawcus, 18, Essex st, Strand. Andrews & Co, Essex st, Strand, solors 
for liquidators 


tvucBy Minera Warterr Co, Limirep (Votuntany Wispinc ur)—All persons having 
- - e requested to send in particulars, on or before Dec 7, to James Styles, 36, Sheep 
st, tugby 

Sure Camprran Prixcz, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 30, to send 
their names ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, tu William 
‘Toomas, 14, Water st, Liverpool 

Sue Campeian Princess, Limirep—As above. 


Taunus Spring Naturar Miverat Water Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or 
before Dec 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to James Edward Costello, 90, Canaon st 


Timar Misine Synpicate, Limirep —Petn for winding up, presented Nov 6, directed to be 
heard Nov 24. Smith & Hudson, Mincing In, solors ror petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not ater than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 23 


Unitep Orpnance AND Encineeninc Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, before 12 on 
Dec 7, to send their names and addresses, and iculars of their debts or claims, 
to W. E. Davies, Broad Sanctuary chmbrs, Westminster, liquidator 


County Pavatrine or LANCASTER. 


Nevin Bay Granite Quarry, Limirep—Petn for winding up, p ted Oct 13, directed 
to be heard at the Assize Courts, Manchester, on Nov 23, at 10.30. Broadbent, Railwa 
rd. Darwen, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-nam 

not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Nov 21 


London Gazette—Turspay, Nov. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 


Liwirep in CuAncery. 


Active Service Civs Syxvicatz, Limrrep—Petn for winding up will be heard Nov 24. 
Hudson, Union Bank bldgs, Ely pl, Holborn, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 23 


Brrrish Expire Costract Conroratiox, Limivep--Creditors are reyuired, on or before 
Dec 19, to names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to G, Goldthorp Hay, 581, Salisbury House, London wall 

Centre Srezrinc Tractive Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 18, to 
send their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
William Brown, 85, Culverley rd, Bromley rd, Catford. Haslam & Co, Moorgate st, 
solors for liquidator 
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Century Investment Co, Limitep—Creditors are mares on or before Dec 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars debts or claims, to Joseph 

Paatield, 6, Duke st, Aldgate 
or before Jan 4, to 


HouxsLow Town Hauu'Co, Limrren—Creditors are eet, 
their names and addresses, with the of their debts or claims, to Frederic 


Charles Greville-Smith, 2, Clement's inn, Strand 

ImeeRIAL ine Woop Corporation, Liumirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 19, to send their names and addresses, and the culars of their debts or claims, to 
G. Goldthorp Hay, 581, Salisbury House, London Wall 

Ossetr AND District Omnisus Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, 
te send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Moys, Spriogstone av, Ossett, York. Lawrence, —s solor for liquidator 

Pyeumatic Breer Pomp Co, Limitrep—Creditors are r , on or before Dec 29, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their aches or claims, to John Tonge, 
22, Booth st, Manchester. "Hill, Manchester, solor to liquidator 

Warrorp Ripine ano Drivine Estasiisument, Limtrep (in Votuntary Liguipation) — 
Creditors are required, on or before Dee 15, to "send their names and ad the 

particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Charles Brown, 10, Old Jewry chmbrs. 

ime & Ellis, Watford, solors to liquidator 

Wittiams Pure Dave Co, Liwrep (1x Liquipatron)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to E benezer Clarke, 12, Coleman st. Carter & Barber, Eldon st, sulors for liquidator 


iu 








UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Miptanp Art Mera Co (1x Liguiparion)—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 24, to 


send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their’ debts or claims, to R W 
Parker, Church :t, Birmingham Unett & Co, Birmingham, solors for liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 30. 


Hartiey, Francis, liverpool Nov 30 Gregory v Hartley, Registrar, Liverpool Clarke, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Nov. 3 

Cowe.L, ALbert Epwarp, The Half Moon Public-house, Gentecharth st Dec3 Raphael 
v Cowell, Byrne, J "Hack, Pancras In, Cheapside 

Owen, Joux, Holyhead, Anglesey, Master Mariner 
William, Stanley House, Holyhead 


Dec 3 Owen v Peters, Farwell, J 


London Gaszette.— Frivay, Nov. 6. 

Barker, Witi1am Inatepew, Nawton, Kirkdale, York, Yoeman Dec12 Barker v 
Barker, Joyce, J Petch, Kirby Moorside, York 

Maven, Water Symes, Gipsy hill, Surrey, Wine Merchant Dee 12 Howard v Harris, 
Joyce, J_ Blyth, St Helen’s pl 

Wurrenurcu, Water Beaumoyr Gurvey, Spixworth, Norfolk, Clerk in Holy Orders 
Dec 2 De Chair v Whitchurch, Buckley, J Hales, Northwich 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 10, 


CowELt, ALBertT Epwarp, Half Moon Public House, Gracechurch st Dec3 Raphael v 
Cowell, Byrne, J Hack, Pancras In, Cheapside 

SkeL_erN, Henry, Chester, Painter Dec 15 Skellern v Skellern, Swinfen Eady, J Wold, 
Westminster bidgs, Newgate st, Chester 

Nov. 14. 


Dec 14 McCrea v Pideock, Byrne, J 


London Gasette.—Fripay, 


Mc(C'rar, Henry Hervertr, Longwood, Eastbourne 
Kershaw, Harrison rd, Halifax 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Nov. 8, 


Armsrrona, Grorar Erxest, Newton, Middlesex, Massachusetts, USA, Banker Dec 18 
Cheston & Sons, Gt Winchester st 

Batovy, Lieut Col Heyry, Bath Dec15 Dyer, Bath 

Carrer, Epwarp, Cheltenham Nov 30 Wilson & Son, Basinghall st 

Cyarkson, Emma Mary, Primrose Hillrd Dec12 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

pmmes, Peewee Micuart, Salt Lake City, Utah, USA Dec 1 Ingle & Co, New 
road 8 

CoaLey, Wittiam, Washwood Heath, Birmingham, Beer Retailer Nov 30 Jaques & Sons, 

Birmingham 

Coutins, WituiAm Davin, Littlehampton, Hotel Manager Nov 30 Cutt, Bognor 

Cricuton, Huan, Anfield, Liverpool, Engineer Dec1 Masters & Venables, Liverpool 

Epwarps, Susanna, Forest Row, Sussex Nov 30 Hastie & Co, East Grinstead 

E.uiorr, Mary, Middlesbrough Nov 30 Punch & Robson, Middlesbrough 

Fraser, SYesstant Consetrr McLxop, Gosport, Hants, Outfitter Dec 1 Urrey & Woods, 
entnor 

Gopwin, Epwarp Dovetas, Winchester, Solicitor Nov 14 Godwin & Co, Winchester 

Goopnart, CuarLes Emanvet, Beckenham Dec19 Lawford & Co, Austin friars 

Hii., Cuarces Joun, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer Dec 20 Pepper & Co, Birmingham 

Hopkins, Groner, Salisbury Nov 30 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 

Jessor, Eowarp, Guilford Nov 28 Brown & Elmhirst, York 

penne, Epna, Ashton under Lyne, Innkeeper Nov 12 Clayton & Son, Ashton under 
syne 

Kyiant, Georar, Clifton, Bristol Nov 28 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 


Cookham, Berks Noy 23 Ray & Flower-Ellis, Gt Portland st, 


Lacky, Ricnarp, 
Portland pl 





McGraru, Hewry Jouy, Claverton st, Pimlico, Warehouseman Dec 12 Sladen & Wing, 
Delahay st, Westminster 

Matcoim, Gzorcz, Pontefract Dee1 Moxon & Barker, Ropergate, Pontefract 

Mansnast, Ricuakrp, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Oilman Dec 10 King & McMillin, Blooms- 

jury 8 

Martin, Tuomas, Doncaster Dec10 Baddiley, Doncaster 

Mason, Witt1am Parwasy, Stokesley, Yorks Nov 30 Punch & Robson, Middlesbrough 

Meeryrie.p, Magia, Belgrave, Leicester Dec8 Stone & Co, Leicester 

Mountain, Henry, Hounslow Nov 30 Garner & Sons, Hounslow 

Oupr1e.n, Rev Curistopaer Hotroyp, Wivelsfield, Sussex Jan1 Oldfield, Bedford row 

Parpor, Mary Banaer Jane, Blackheath Dec19 Meredith & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

Parreson, Henry, Manchester, Marble Merchant Nov30 Boote & Co, Manchester 

Purirs, Fanny Louisa, Redcliffe sq Dec12 St Barbe & Co, Delahay st, Westminster 

Porro, Louisa, Salisbury Nov 20 Pea'ce & Keele, Southampton 

Reep, Mary Ayn, Preston, Lancs Dec1 Finch & Co, Preston 

Reeves, Sarau, Leamington Spa, Warwick Dec1 Overell & Son, Leamington, Spa 

Roperts, ANNA Marta, Broomball Park, Sheffield Nov 19 Pye-Smith & Barber. 


Sheffield 

Rosertsoy, ALEXANDER Raveyscrort, Bolton Dec1 Dunn, Draper’s gdns 

Rorsuck Een, Sale, Chester Dec1 Wigglesworth & Son, Manchester 

Rymiit, Eorru Mary, Field ct, Gray’s inn Dec 14 Hudson, Ely pl, Holborn 

Seri, Micuae., Threadneedle st, Stockbroker Dec 14 Hilbury & Co, Gt Sc Helen's 

Suarp, Jesse Cuarreris, Batheaston, nr Bath Dec 5 Dowson & Co, Surrey st, Victoria 
Embankment 

Skewes, Samvex Daw, Bere Alston, Devon, Grocer Nov 30 Page & Thompson, Bristol 

Situ, James, Bradford Decl Rhodes, Bradford 

Sricer, Henry, Affpuddle, Dorset, Farmer Decl Lock & Co, Dorchester 

SrockpDax, Frank, Liverpool Dec 4 Stockdale, Liverpool 

Tayior, Caruertne Lena, Fallowfield, nr Manchester Jan 1 W R & P 8 Minor, 
Manchester 

Truckie. Timwa, Redland, Bristol Nov 28 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 

Turner, James, Balsall Heath, Birmingham Dec 12 Reynolds & James, Birmingham 

Waaina, Mary, Catforth, nr Preston Nov 28 Craven, Preston 

Wetman, Evizasera Jane, Reading Nov 2l Martin & Martin, Reading 

Whirzuvrn, ALrarp, Wilton, Wilts Nov 30 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Novy. 6. 


Appinetox, The Hon Cuargtes Jonx, Windsor Dec 14 Gedge & Co, Gt George st, 
Westminster 

Brain, Peres Ricaarpsox, West Hampstead Dec 18 Rowe & Wilkie, Basinghall st 

Brivogr, WituiAm Feeperiok, Chiddingfold, Surrey Dec8 Smalipeice & Co, Guildfod 

Broox, Joux, Normanton, Farmer Dec4 Burton & Dictinson, Wakefield 

Baown, Marrurw, Kingston upon Hull Jani Thorney & Son, Hull 

Brownixa, James Fauis, Acton Dec19 Brown, Lincoln's inn tields 

Browsnice, Exizanetsa, Aughton, nr Ormskirk Feb2 Hart Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster 
Ottice, Lancaster pl 

Buyant, Joux, Keston, Kent, Wood Broker Dec7 Willett & Latter, Bromley 

Borogss, Hannan, Southampton Dec12 Page & Guiliford, Southampton 

Busnsy, Henry Jerrreys, Wormley Bury, nr Broxbourne, Herts Dec 15 Westera & 
Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Coorrr, Hexay, Holton St Mary, Suffolk, Farmer Dec4 Josselya & Sons, Ipswich 

Crapvock, Epmunp James, Ryde,I of W Dec16 Ratcliffe, Ryde 

Daa.isn, {s,unita, Morpeth Noy 30 Brumell & Sample, Morpeth 

Evans, Jane, Ystrad Rhondda, Glam Decl Davies & Co, Pontypridd 

Fraruerstoye, Joun, Coatham, Yorks, Agent Dec 14 Sill, Middlesbrough 

Trasenee, pesnan, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks Dec4 Jackson & Jackson, Middles- 

roug! 


FreemMantie, Marrua, Barbot Hall, Rotherham, York Dec 10 William Thomas Free- 
mantle, Barbot Hall 

Gopwtx, Fiorence, Ryde, I W Deci6 Ratcliffe, Ryde 

Hanrpstarr, Betrrgy, Cheetham Hill, Broughton Dec18 Makinson & Co, Manchester 

Hit, Jouy, Souldern, Oxford Dec3 Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury, Oxon 

Hupson, Hexnierta Saran, Folkestone Dec 10 Bennett & Chance, Coleman st 

KernNer.ey, Jonn, Ashton on Ribble, Preston, Grocer Dec5 W & J Cooper, Preston 

Lanpssera, Rosa.iz Randolph cres, Maida Vale Dec 14 Hicks & Co, Kin? st, Covent 

en 





Lucena, Cuarcrs, Easthampstead, Berks Dec15 Johnson & Son, Gray's inn sq 

McCartny, Francis, Milton st Dec 15 Double, Fore st, Cripplegate 

Mercatrr, TirLapy, Burtersett, nr Hawes, Yorks Nov 2i Willan, Hawes, RS O 

Nicuo.s, Grorce, Little Plumstead, Norfolk, Shopkeeper Dec6 Goodchild, Norwich 

Preke, Anniz, Bath Decl6 Dyer, Bath 

Rarves, Ararp, Ealing, Photographic Enlarger Dec 21 Bond, Golden sq 

Ratuison, Evtex, Acton Dec 19 Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Rees, Carorine Evtey, Rokeby rd, Brockley Dec 7 Griffinhoofe & Brewster, King’s 
Bench walk, Temple 

Rees, Jonn Cuarurs, Beckenham Dec7 Burton & Co, Surrey st 

Ricuarpson, WiLLiaM, Worksop, Notts, Draper Dee 7 Warburton, Worksop 

SitLeN, Oro, Paris, Doctor Dec 4 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Gun, Dresenan, Greenstead, Essex Dec 7 Webbers & Duncan, Southampton bidgs, 

hancery 

Sritspury, Avice Ametia, Aston Manor Nov 20 Pepper & Co, Birmingham 

Tarecui, Anrnosy Marrarw, Harrogate Dec8 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Taytor, Ronerr, Hamble, Southampton, Builder Dee 16 Newman, Southamptoa 

Tressepper, Evizansta, Mylor, Cornwall Feb 15 Jenkins, Penryn, Cornwall 
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Turwer, Ameuia, Braintree, Essex Nov 30 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle, 
Queen st 
Tyz, Jonx apes Henman, Bradford, Stuff Merchant’s Manager Dec4 Wright & Co, 
Tyizr, James, Aldgate High st, Wholesale Butcher Jan 1 Gardner & Hovenden, 
Finsbury circus 


Verver, Wi1114m Hevny, Kenley, Surrey Decli Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av 
‘Warne, Cxar.es, Stockton on Tees Dec7 Watson, Stockton on Tees 

Warsox, Jonx Winxver, Leek, Staffs Nov 30 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 
Witiramsox, Mary Axx, Kensington Park gdns Dec5 Gurney & Co, Chancery In 
Witsox, James Epwrs, |Tufnell Park, Solicitor Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st 
Woops, Frepenick, Leadenhall st, Shipowner Dec7 Botterell & Roche, St Mary Axe 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 10. 
Arxrysox, Soria Mary, March, Cambridge Dec 8 Ravenscroft & Co, John st, Bedford 
row 


Basexey, Exiza Axxz, Woolwich Dec 23 Smith & Co, Copthall av 

Bersoosy, Strrxenx, East Retford, Notts Dec1 Bescoby & Williamson, East Retford 
Brvay, Exizanetn, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler Nov 30 Spencer, Tredegar 

Bucxusr, ArTuur Epwarp, Ventnor Nov 30 Kisch & Co, Barbican 

Butiock, Tuomas, Moseley Dec 31 Burman, Birmingham 

CALDWELL, Otiver, Leicester, Brush Manufacturer Dec6 Harvey & Clarke, Leicester 
Cueamsipe, Wit11Am Dawson, Pokesdown, Hants Dec12 Allen & Co, Manchester 
Devittz, Titus, Harrogate Dec14 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Farrpvurn, JoserpH, Harrogate Dec14 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Fievp, Marrua, Mortlake Dec 20 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

Freax, Gronce Henper, Blackheath Dec12 Ingle & Co, New Broad st 

Four, Jonn Henry, Reading, Provision Merchant Decl Martin & Martin, Reading 


Gormxc, Ewrty Mary, Bickenhall mans, Gloucester pl Dec 19 Rowceliffes & Co, 
Bedford row 


Hopxixs, Axx, Stockport Dec1l1 Green, Stockport 

Kemp, Cuaries Epwanp, Brighton, Builder Dec 1 Cowley, Brighton 

Lams, James, Bowdon, Chester Dec 31 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Moor, Ertzn Mary, Highgate Nov 30 Reid, Castle ct, Birchin In 

Morais, Witt1am Hucues, Wandsworth Dec8 Berkeley & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Moves, Marion, Deal Dec14 Harteup & Co, Surrey st, Strand 

Paterson, Mary CaTHEertne Witson, Bootle Feb5 Hart-Dyke, Lancaster pl 

Peyyyra7HER, Caro.ine Saran, Enfield Dec 24 Dixon & Co, Enfield 

Paatr, Epwarp, Stockwell Park rd Dee 22 Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Prowse, Gzorcz James Wituiam, Torquay Dec24 Smythe & Brettell, Basinghall st 

Raw.insox, Witt1aM, Taunton Dec5 Watson, Taunton 

Rostnsox, Roszrt Taomas, North Cave, York, Farmer Dec5 Burland & Macturk, fouth 
Cave, RSO, E Yorks 

Scuivsser, Freperic Witiam, Bedfordsq Dec10 Bircham & Co, Old Broad st 

Scort, Louisa, Thurloxton, Somerset Dec2 Watson, Bridgwater 

Srumonps, Extex, Anerley Dec5 Indermaur & Brown, Chancery In 

Taomas, Freperick WiLt1Am, Stockport Dec10 Ferns & Co, Stockport 

Tuoursox, Col Caanies Hatrorp, Tavistock, Devon, JP March 1 Roberts & Andrew, 


Turse, Grace Exizanera, Woodford Dec 31 Park & Co, Essex st, Strand 
Wuirrneap, Peter Harsteap, Bournemouth Deec7 Whitehead, Rawtenstall, Lancs 
Wuu1ms, Marcaret, Ystradowen, ar Cowbridge, Glam Dec19 Miles, Cowbridge 
Wituisoy, Wit114Mm, Kendal, Pawnbroker Deci1l Cartmel, Kendal 

Wixa, Tuomas Davin, Kingston upon Hull, Coach Proprietor Decl12 Holden & Co, Hull 
Woop, W111, Bassingfield, Notts, Farmer Dec8 Warren & Allen, Nottingham 


London Gazette,—Fripay, Nov. 13. 


Apev, Wit, Tregony, Cornwall, Farmer Novy 30 Shilson & Co, St Austell, Cornwall 
Aewat., Horatio Baxter, Dalston, Manager of Pianoforte Works Dec 10 Keene & Co 
Seething In j 


Barrett, Rev Tursew:. Samver, Mansfield, Notts Dec 16 C R & F H Stevens, Queen 
Victoria st 


Bartiz-Waricutsox, WittiAm Hexey, Cusworth Park, nr Doncaster Jan1 Foyer & Co, 
Essex st, Strand 


Brcx, Mantua, Manchester, Greengrocer Dec15 Boote & Co, Manchester 

Brapon, Axx, Aston New Town, Warwick Nov 30 Hallam, Birmingham 

Beass, Jons Hexry, Westgate on Sea, Kent, J P Dec 31 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 
Brooxe, Henry, Huddersfield Dec12 Brook & Co, Huddersfield 

was “named Row .axp Geemax, Sutton on the Hill, Derby Dec 31 Smith & Bostock, 


Currtox, Freperick, Acton, Flour Dealer Dec15 Engall & Co, Acton 

Cuirtox, Mary, Acton Dec15 Engall & Co, Acton 

Cou.ier, Sauce, Heaton Chapel, nr Manchester Dec 31 Atkinson & Co, Manchester 

Corsnonoven, Staxtvorp, Friern park, North Finchley Dec 11 Crook & Co, North 
Finchley 

Croman, Rosert, Newchapel, Surrey, Farmer Dec 10 Hayward, West Hartlepool 

Dicxixsox, Axice, Nottingham Dec18 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

Exuior, Joszrn, Allerby, Aspatria, Cumberland, Farmer Dec 18 Richardson, Aspatria 

Faxean, Joszrn, Bradford Dec18 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 

Fexwick-Bissert, Susax, Bagborough House, nr Taunton Dec12 Easton & Channer, 


Fewster, Gzoroz, Finsbury Park Decl4 Rust, Blackstock rd 
Furst, Frances, Norwich Dec1 Bridges & Co, Red Lion sq 
Gazstox, Evgar, Almondsbury, Glos Dec14 Metcalfe, Bristol 





Gisss, Exizasetu, Aston Cantlow, Warwick Dec18 Laytons, Budge row, Cannon st 
Gray, Epwarp Francis, Sidmouth, Devon Jan1 Lyne & Holman, Gt Winchester st 
Hanzsis, Josers, Leicester Dec12 Freer & Co, Leicester 

Hooper, Anna GerTeupe, Streatham Dec 28 Rehders & Higgs, Mincing In 
Hutton, Janz Penetore, Instow, Devon Jan1 Bazeley & Co, Bideford 

Kent, Wiiu14m Datsy, Felliscliffe, Yorks Decl4 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Kinepon, Harry pg Spencer, Colyton, Devon Dec 22 Todd, York bldgs, Adelphi 
Lanerietp, WiLt1am, Long Sandall, nr D »ncaster, Labourer Dec 24 Baddiley, Doncaster 
Mann, Henry Haven, Birmingham Dec24 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

Mason, Gzorar, St Saviour’s, Jersey DeclQ Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 

Maysory, Lucy Susay,Gt Malvern Dec 29 Bolton & Co, Temple gdns, Temple 


Meracock, Ggorer Lopovic, Turnham Green, Licensed Victualler Dec 20 Robinson, 
Norfolk st, Strand 


Mires, Atrrep Wess, Putney, Merchant Clothier Dec 12 Oliver & Co, Warwick st, 
Regent st 


MitoHett, Kats Maup, Chislehurat Dec14 Greenip & Co, George st, Mansion House 
Monxman, Exizasetu, York Dec 31 Holtby & Procter, York 


Morris, Staytey Epwarp, Stamford hill, Hackney Dec 14 Trower & Co, New sq, 
Lincoln’s inn 


NIGHTINGALE, James, Horsham, Brickmaker Dec10 Cotching, Horsham 
Fae, See, Stanhope gdns, Queen’s gate Dec 31 Pollock & Co, Lincoln’s ina 
8 


PEAKE, San, Somerby, Leicester, Farmer Dec 19 Oldham & Marrh, Melton 


owbray 

Rex, Jouy, York, Tea Dealer Dec31 Holaby & Procter, York 

Ricuarps, Mary Exizazetu, Easebourne, nr Midhurst Dec 11 Johnson & Clarence, 
Midhurst 


Rozerts, CHARLES WILLIaM, Brixton Dec 31 Gush & Co, Finsbury ciicus 

SuepparD, Harrietr Anna, Eaton pl Dec19 Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
TompsetT, Grorcr, Ramsgate, Licensed Victualler Dec10 Sparkes & Emery, Ramsgate 
Waker, Exma, Hampstead Dec1l Roberts, Bishopsgate st Without 

Wa ker, Joun James, Hampstead Decll Roberts, Bishopsgate st Without 
Witurams, Tuomas, Merthyr Tydfil Dec 26 James & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 

Woottey, Jamzs Marx, Camden sq Dec10 Burton & Son, Blackfriars rd 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Noy. 


ALLEN, Grorar, Canterbury Dec19 Brown & Brown, Deal 

ALLEN, CHARLOTTE Kepwe.t, Canterbury Dec 19 Brown & Brown, Deal 

ALLEN, Jos, Leicester, Grocer Dec21 Stone & Co, Leicester 

AmreL, Francis, Whalley Range, nr Mancnester Jan1 Lloyd & Davies, Manchester 
Batpwix, Marcaret, West Derby, Lancs Nov 28 Eaton & Co, Liverpool 

Boorn, Joun, Whittington, Staffs Dec 31 Hinckley & Brown, Lichfield 

Bowman, Eutiy, Bowden, Chester Dec 31 Atkinson & Co, Manchester 

Canaan, Peter, Heywood,Lancs Dec5 Chell, Bury 

CuessHirk, Frank, Pinner, Middlesex Jan1l Wright & Hollins, Oldbury, Worcester 
Cratwortuy, Mary, Plymouth Dec15 T & H Wolferstan, Plymouth 

Cutis, GzorGr, Worcester, Hay Merchant Dec 28 Stallard & Son, Worcester 


DeEaAepeEN, JONATHAN, Bromley Cross, Turton, Lancs, Manufacturer Dec14 Russell & 
Russell, Bolton 


Extisoy, Jonn, Preston Dec12 Craven, Preston 

EnGati, WILHELMINA CaTaeRina, Leamington Noy 30 Field & Sons, Leamington 

Evaws, Jony Janez, Wick, nr Bridgend Nov 27 Morgan & Co, Pontypridd 

Farrsurn, Rosert, Sheffield, Solicitor Dec 21 Emily M Fairburn, Sheffield 

Foster, Wiiu1am, Liverpool, Chemist Dec 15 Cornish & Gardner, Liverpool 

Frown, Lyp1a Joyce, Portishead, Somerset Dec13 Nicholls, Keynsham, Somerset 

Goo.pen, Hexrietta, Church Stretton, Salop Dec16 Payne & Co, Manchester 

Gray, Epwarp Ker, Albemarle st, LLD Dec31 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Groves, Wi.114M, Shrewsbury, Painter Dec12 Clarke, Shrewsbury 

Hare, Cuaries Epwarp, Clifton, Bristol Dec15 Downie, Alton, Hants 

Haw tery, Eowasp, Leicester, China Dealer Dec21 Stone & Co, Leicester 

Hinsarp, Stepney, Clown, Derby, Draper Jan 31 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 

Hicks, Catuerine, Padstow, Cornwall Jan1 Collins & Son, Newquay 

Hicks, Henry Baker, Clifton, Bristol Dec 31 Brittan & Co, Bristol 

Hurron, yg Witutam Cooxworruy, J P, Earl’s ct Dec 30 Robinson & Stannard, 

Kev.y, Grorax, Heckmondwike Dec 31 Ibberson, Heckmondwike 

Lanyon, Joun Cuaries, Croydon Dec 31 Budd & Co, Austin Friars 

McBaivg, Cuan.es, Hartham rd, Holloway Dec10 Morley, Cheapside 

Mar.es, Tuomas, Liverpool, Wine Merchant Dec17 Mather & Son, Liverpool 

Pa.aer, Tou Cuirvorp, Grimsby, Chemist Dec 31 Grange & Wintringham, Gt Grimsby 

Pixe, Hewry, Weston super Mare Dec 30 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 

Rarer, Sir Roper Grorcz, Kt, Chichester, Selicitor Dec 31 Raper & Co, Chichester 

Ripentor, Exizapern, Liverpool rd, Islington Dec 15 Tippetts, Maiden In, Queen st 

ScnorieLD, Georce Hat, Greenfield, nr Oldham, Cotton Spinner Dec 31 Atkinson & 
Co, Manchester 


, - 
Scort, Exizasera Janez, Shepherd’s Bush Dec 31 Greene & Underhill, Bedford row 
Situ, Sanau, Oxton, Chester Dec 14 North & Co, Liverpool 
TEASDALE. WasuinaTon, Headingley, Leeds Dec 23 Ball & Co, Leeds 
Tuomas, Ricnarp, Ealing Common, Ealing Dec 21 Bond, Ealing 
THORNHILL, Tuomas, Caldmore, Walsall, Bridle Cutter Dec1 Rollason, Birmingham 
Wuitworrn, Tuomas, Bradford Dec5 Peace, Dewsbury 
Wixissox, Warten Mracock, Bedford st, Covent garden, Solicitor Dec30 Howlett, 
Bedford st, Covent garden 
von. Qoravivs Camitius, Brightlingsea Dec 12 Fladgate & Co, Craig’s ct, 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—F ripay, Nov. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aspaeas, 2 Avaw, Stratford High Court Pet Oct 22 Ord 
Nov 


te Loughborough Leicester Pet Nov 
‘om, Sams ho —, Newport, Builder Newport Pet 


BuRGON, RL. B. : Leeds, Butcher’s Assistant 
Leeds Pet Novi0 Ord Noy 10 

Caue, Samuet, Leeds, Tobbacconist Leeds Pet Nov 9 
Ord Nov 


9 
CAMERON, Duncan Ewen, Chelsea High Court Pet Oct 13 
rd Nov 10 


Cuapwick, SamuzL Lorp, Smallbridge, Rochdale, Cotton 
dale Pet Novil Ord Nov 11 


Manufacturer Roch 
@ st, Caledonian rd, Cab 


Cougs, CHARLES PHILIP, 
uild 
GooK, {oy Market Weighton, Yorks, Tailor York 


* ai W 8, Northampton Northampton Pet Sept 16 
Nov7 

Dixon, Witt1AM Torser, Heckmondwike Dewsbury Pet 
= 9 


E.u1s, Rosert, Minehead, Somerset, Fishmonger Taunton 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 

Giscc, Henry, New Mills, , Soe Boot Dealer Stockport 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 1 

Gray, WALLIs, Tnastente, Fancy Dealer 
Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Gaeex, Frep, ahicsren. Methley, Yorks, Miner Wake- 

ld Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

a Henry, seen, Horse Dealer York Pet 


Hopper, Jacos James, Pennydarren, Merthyr Tydfil, Baker 
Merthyr Tydtil Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 10 
Hotpsworta, Water, Halifax, Auctioneer Halifax Pet 


Howarp, Henny Cuarues, Cromhall, Glos Gloucester 


Ilmiuster, Somerset, 
Taunton Pet Nov3 Ord Nov il 
og ~y "ek Merton Park, Wimoledon Wandsworth Pet 
2 


Lupton. Junn WILLIAM, pte, Cart Driver Bradford 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 

oo X Lavra, Cardiff, Milliner Cardiff Pet Nov7 Ord 

MorGan, iii Upper Tooti a Fancy Dra Wands- 

th Pet Nov il Ord Nov 1 on 

Moy, Grorce Watrtsr, 
Canterbury Pet Nov9 Ord Ni 

NEwsTEAD, Joun, Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks, Sweet 

m ) —— — Nov Ay Ord N 

d oe ouN Ropert, Kingston a Hull, Draper 

m upon Hull Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 1i 

Copthall av, Stockbroker’s Clerk High Court 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov 11 

aes. S Witt1aM, Altrincham, Agent Manchester Pet 

ct 29 


1 
Ratxs, ane oy il Bolton, Surgeon Bolton Pet 


Bosnirs NATHANIEL, 1 Willia: mstown, Penygraig, Glam, 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
Setters, James Harrison, Scarborough, Fish Merchant 
rborough Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 
SHARE, UHARLES Epwarp, Treherbert, Painter Pontypridd 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
Taomas, Joun, Pontardulais, Glam, Grocer Swansea Pet 


Wesster, Joun Greorce, Sutton in Ashfield, —, Boot 
Deal Nottingham Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov L 
New nae, Kent, 


Willesborough, Kent, Tailor 


Wei.er, Freperick CHARLrs, 
Fr ter Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 
Wuirwortn, Harry, Thornton Hall, Bucks Banbury 

Pet Nov4 Ord Nov9 
Wairworrs, Witt1am Henry, Measham, Leicester 
Burton on Trent Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 
Wixinson, Jog, Ikley, Yorks, Fruit Merchant 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
Askam in Furness, Painter 
: Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
Wuson Grorce WILLIAM, mene Confectioner Sheffield 
Pet Nov 11 Ord Novl 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 30: 


Wison, WILLIAM, Knutsford, Cheshire 
Sept 24 Ord 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 6: 


Nowe, Joun, jun, Boum, Cycle Maker Preston Pet 
N d Nov 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
sors, oO game Nov 23 at 11 
Carey 
Bae Josern, Cheetham Hill, 


Nov 23at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, "Manchester 
Bicx.ey, Saran, Walsall, Milliner Noy 8 et 1 11 Off Rec, 


Manchester, Grocer 


vee, Wictiam Grorar, Upper Norwood, Fruiterer 
and Florist Nov 23 at 18.30 24, Railway app, London 


Bridge 
Braix, Gites, Lydbrook, East Dean, Glos, Collier Nov 21 
12 Off Kec, Station rd, Gloucester 
Burcox, Hersert Heyry, ‘Leeds, Butcher’s Assistant 
Nov 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


we — pusanerey Workington, Hosier Nov 23 at 2.45 


Caring, SAMUEL, Hairdresser Nov 23 at11 Off Rec, 
, row, 
CAMERON, Doxoax Ewen, Chelsea Nov 24 at 11 Bank- 


ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
CuIny, aoe, Lianelly, Jeweller Nov 21 at 11.30 Off 
. Queen st, rthen 


Carma 
Cc LARKE, Pataick JusEPH, North Shields Nov 21 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 30, Moslev st, Newcastle on yne 

CrarKkson, Witt1am Henry, Hoyland, 4 

Nov 23 at 10.15 Off Rec, 7, y a st, “Barnsley 

Cotes, CHARLES amy Soe st, Caledonian rd Cab 

uilder Nov 24 atl igs, Carey st 

Cook, Frepreick, Market Washi ae ‘Tailor Nov 23 
at 3.30 Off Kec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

De.., Fraycis Josera, Warrington, Decorator Nov 23 at 

2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 

Epcer, Wiiiram, and Dawnizt Epcer, Port Talbot, 
Aberavon, Builders. Nov 24 at 12 Off Rec, 31, 
Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Fiemme, Artaur Every bn Gloucester, Schoolmaster Nov 
24at3 Bell Hotel, Gloucester 

Onten, a, Mickletown, es akenel , Yorks, Miner Nov 23 

0.30 Off Ree, 6 Bond ter, 

thous Epwarp, Lowestoft, rama Nov 23 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Heme 3 Henry, Harrogate, Horse Dealer Nov 23 at 4 
Off Rec. the Red Hoase, Duncombe pl, York 

Horxiys, p Boer Ma Fae Glam, Tailor Nov 23 at 12.30 
117, St Mary st, Card 

Luprox, Tang a eae Bradt Cart Driver Nov 23at3 
Off Bradford 

seamen At "Darley in Wharfedale, Yorks poet 
Dealer Nov 23 at 2” Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Parxyn, Rosert Henry, Newport, Builder Nov 25 at 12 

ec, Westgate chmbrs, Ni 


‘ewport, Mon 
Pirr, W A, Copthall av, Clerk Nov 2 25 at 12 Bankruptcy 
P bldgs, Carey st Newport, Merchant Nov 24 at 11 
ONSFORD, OMAS, ov at 1 
wi Hotel, Newport, ‘Mon 
Rosson, Peter Jonson. Sieh, Auckland, Hatter Nov 
23 at 11.30 Talbot Hotel, Auckland 
Se.iers, James Harrison —_ Fish Merchant 
Nov 24 at 3.30 74, New ‘borough 
Smith. Ropert Hewry, Tudhoe qu 4 Confec- 
tioner Nov 23at12 Talbot frsnge, Birhop Auckland 
STANTON, Isaac Francis, Bromp‘on rd, South K 
Ironmonger Nov 23 at 12 Bankruptcy Didge Oarey st 
Stisss, Epwarp Wit.iam, Levkhampton, 
Horse Nov 21 at 4 County Court bidgs, 
Stocker. WiiL1AmM Haywoop Soutuwoop, New B Tek at’ 
eral Store Keeper Nov 23 at 12.15 115, Hig! 
Roche cer 
Taac, Gzorce Joun, East Molesey, Surrey, Boat Builder 
Nov 24 at 12 Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st 
Case, Sven _—, Cardiff, Grocer Nov 23 at11 117, 
st, 
Writer, EDERICK CHARLES, New Pr nbeote Kent, 
Fruiterer Noy 23 at12 115, High st, R 
Wixrxson, Joz, likley. Yorks, Fish Merchant Nov 23 at 
1230 Off Rec, 22, Park row. Leeds 


Woopmay, Tuomas Burton oa Trent, Baker Nov 21 at 11 
Midland Hotel, Burton on Trent 


Amended notice substituted for that qement in the 
London Gazette of Nov 1 


Lorrnouss, Tom, Norton Malton, wa Jockey Nov 18 
at4 74, Newborough, Scarborough 


ADJUDICATIONS., 
BarrapEett, Wii.1am, Loughborough Leicester Pet 


Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 

Bazetey, Wiuiiam, No a. Naturalist North- 
am Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 10 

uricE Dovatas, Charles st, 8t James’s High 

Court Pet Aug15 Ord Nov9 

Bonp, Purr, and GreeaLp Francis bey se 
—- Merchants Liverpool Pet Oct 17 Ord 

ov 
Burroep. Saran, and Evizapere eK: Burrorp, Ber- 
High Court Pet Ord Nov 10 
" putoher’s Assistant 


Leeds Pet Nov 9 
CHADWICK, + Lorp, Smallb: Rochdale, Cotton 
Manufacturer Rochdal 


le PetNovil Ord Nov ll 
Holferd sq, Pentonville, Cab 


ERBERT HeEnry, 
et Novl0 Ord Nov 10 
Tobacconist 


Brraon, 
Leeds 

CainzE, : “~The Leeds, 
Ord Nov 


Coues, Cuasizs Puixip, 


Builder Court Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 10 
Coox, Freprrick. Market Weighton, Yorks, Tailor York 
Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov 9 
Davies, WILLIAM, jun, Dettes 7 Coed, Carnarvon, Quarry 
rictor Portmadoc et Sept 283 Ord Nov’ 9 
Drxow, WituiAm Tosser, Wokticike Dewsbury Pet 
Nov 2 Ord 5 9 eect. 
Doyiz, Wint1am Epwargp, jun, Dover Piccadill 
Court Pet July 14 Or nd Nov 6 dees 
Exuis, Rosert, Mi erset, Fishmonger Taunton 


Pet Nov9 Ord Nov ‘pee 
G.xea, Henry, New Mills, Derby, Boot Dealer Stockport 


Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 10 
Gray, 4 Cleethorpes, Fancy Dealer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Nov7_ Ord Nov? 7 
eaten, Yorks, Miner Wake- 
GuiLpine, Maup » nr Ventnor Ryde Pet 
Oct 15 Ora Nov 10 


Green, Frep, 
P-t Nov 7 ‘Ord Nov 
5 

Harrison, Hevry, Harrogate, Horse Dealer York Pet 


more, pnd seed ae . 

Hopper, Jacos James ydarren, M yr Tydfil. Baker 

and 'Confecti oner Merthyr Tydfil — Novy 10 Ord 
ov 


Ho.srow, Henry Epwarp, Farnborough Guildford Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Novll 
Ho.psworts, Tees, ee, Auctioneer Halifax Pet 


Nov ll Nov 
JACKMAN som, Iiminster, Somerset, Cycle Dealer Taun‘on 
Pet Ord Nov 11 





Joxunson, WatteR, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet-Oct 30 
Ord Nov7 
Luptox, Joun Witt1aM, Bradford, Cart Driver Bradford 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 
Maem, Be Lavra, Cardiff, Milliner Cardiff Pet Nov7 Ord 
= | ae Wituam Graves. Chemist 
Mon Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 10 


Cheltenham, 
SSednaae = ony by . Fancy Draper Wands- 
worth Pet Novll Ord Nov 11 


Moy. Rong Wa ter, Willesborough, Kent, Tailor 
Canterbury Pet ‘Nov 9 Ord Nov 9 
Wharfedale, Yorks, Sweet 


Newsteap, Joux, Burley in 
Dealer Leeds Pd Nov 9 Ord Nov 9 Hel, D 
BERT, Kingston upon re 
Hull Pet Nov lt Ord Nov it 98 
Roserts, Joun Henry, Walsall, Harness Manufacturer 
Walsall Nov 10 


Roserts, NATHANIEL, i Pen: > 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 

Se.iers, James Harrison, Scarbo Fish Merchant 

Scarborough Pet Nev9 Ord Nov 

Suarez, CHartes Epwarp Glam, Painter 
Pontypridd Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 


Tuomas, Jouy, Pontardulais, Glam, Grocer Swansea Pet 


Nov9 Ord Nov9 
eee; _—— Ross, Hereford Hereford Pet Sept 19 


Nicuo.isox, Joun 
Kingston upon 


Watier Witiiam Frepericx, Luton, Straw Hat Manu- 
facturer Luton Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov 10 

WEssTER, — Grorce, Sutton in Asbfield, Notts, Boot 
Dealer Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov il 


WELLER, — — Sueaate, New on, Kent, 
Fruiterer Rochester Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov 9 
Park rd High Court 


Wesson, MatrHew James, MVicouia 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Nov 11 

Wuerter, Jonn Cuanies, Chapmanslade, Wilts, Dealer 
Frome Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov 11 

Wuitworts, Harry, Thornton Hall, Bucks Banbury 
Pet Nuv4_ Ord Nov 11 

Warrwortn, Wi.t1am Henry, Measham, Leicester, Out- 
fitter BurtononTrent Pet Nov9 0:d Nov 9 

Wiixinson, Jor. Ikley, Yorks, Fruit Merchant Leeds 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Noy 10 

in Painter Barrow in 


WILurAms, Rowils Askam 
Furness Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 10 
Witsos, Gzorce Wim, Sheffield, Confectioner 
Sheffield Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 11 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Nouv 6: 


Now raid Jom Joux ms i Preston, Cycle Maker Preston Pet 
ov 8 


London Gazette. —Turspay, Nov 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Anprews, Samvet ALrrep, Walker Gate, Northumberland, 
Draper Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 4 


— ALFRED, oom on Hull Kingston on Hull Pet 

ov 13 

Be... Witi14m, Aikton, Camberland, Innkeeper Carlisle 

n Pet Nov 2 Ord aco 13 - : 

ILBROUGH, WILLIAM a Bradford, Newsagent’s 
Bradford Pet Nov 13 aon Nov 13 

Bottoy, ArTuur. Earlsdon, Coventry, Clerk Coventry 
Nov 13 Ord Nov 33 

oa, Wit1am Twappte, Wallsend. Fruiterer Newcastle 

Pet Nov 3 Ord Nov 13 

Burr, m, Sancas, Wood Green, Middlesex, Builder Edmon- 

ton Pet Novi1l Ord Nov 11 


Cook. ArTHus GILBERT ngouereueteuat, Sux Sweet Manufacturer 
Scarborough Pet Nov13 O Nov 


Dramonp, Isaac, Brick In, Bethnal Green, , Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct15 Ord Nov 18 


Eape, Frepericx Victor, and Taomas Epwarp Witua™ 
Timber Merchants Brighton Pet 


RossE.L, iin Sateen, 
Novi3 Ord Nov 13 


4 
om, = py Sy I Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth Pet 


13 Nov 
Funxnett, Groros, Gunky, Herts, Baker Barnet Pet 
Oct 15 Ord Nov 12 


Hawitton, W, Albany st, Regent’s Park High Court Pet 
m Oct 21 ou Nov 13 = ian 
ANWELL, ALF Parkstone, Dorset, ie 
Nov 32 mOrd Noy 12 atte as, 
Hreqeeses, ee Leicester Pet Nov Ul 
‘ov 
Hotroyp, Jonas, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Nov 13 
Ord Nov 13 
James, Revsex Maurice, Woolaston, nr ney, Glos, 
— Agent Newport, Mon "Pet lov 14 Ord 
‘ov 
Joturrs, WittrAm Currrorp, Halesowen, Worcester, 
ge Ord Nov 5 
Joxes, Hucu Garrrira, Bryn Olwen, 
am ag 12 O.d Now 12 12 
ANNING ILLIAM CHA i Estate Ageut 
ton Pet Nov 13 Ora Nov 
Neare, Groser, Fulbam Palace rd, Electrician High 
Court Pet Oct15 Ord Nov il 
Pa.ey, or Bingley, Drysalter Bradford Pet Nov 13 
8. Eastbourne, Solicitors Eastbourne Pet 
2 Ord Nov 12 
. Glam, Grocerand Baker Cardiff 
Nov 10 
Forger Sheffield Pet Nov 13 


Rover, Wy era, W Montague pl, Rusell sq, Commission Agent 


= 12 
RocErs, igh Osert Wiieex, Auctioneer High Court 
lov 12 Ord Nov 12 





Scramp Rrona Church, sities Farm Labourer 
"Blackburn Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 
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Szancu, Percy, Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth Pet Noy 14 | 
Ord Nov 14 


Suawcross, Josern, Stockport, Insurance Agent Stockport 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 + 

Smita, Epwixy Yartveton, Streatham, Milliner Wan’s- 
worth Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov 12 

Sverre, Mairzanp Epwarp, Lyneham, Wilts Swindon 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Nov 11 

Srocxtoy, Harry, Sandbach, Chester, 
Macclesfield Pet Nov 12 - Ord Nov 12 


Taytor, Grorce W, Vauxhall Bridge rd, Pimlico, Com- 
mission Agent High Court Pet Oct 16 Ord Nov 12 

Tuomas, Tuomas, Hirwain, Glam, Plumber 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 12 


Confectioner 


Bradford Pet Nov14 Ord Nov 14 


Twerpate, J A, Mincing In, Merchant High Court Pet 
Oct 8 Ord Nov 12 


Unrsay, Cuarves, Rupert st, Piccadilly, Animated Picture | 
Film Man 


ufacturer High Court Pet Aug 19 Ord 
Aug 27 


Waitt, Joux Grorce, Covent Garden Market, Fruit Sales- 


man High Court Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Water, Ronert Oscar, Gloucester, Coach Builder 
Gloucester Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 10 

Warner, Frank, Leamington, Draper Warwick Pet | 


Novi4 Ord Nov 14 

Waveu, Grorce Witi1am, Oldham, Confectioner Oldham 
Pet Novil Ord Nov 11 

Wenssy, Feavxk Atserr, Manchester Manchester 
Nov 12 Ord Novy 12 

Westsrook, Joan, Thornton Heath, Builder Croydon 
Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 10 

Witurams, Liewe.tyy. Treherbert, Glam, 
Carm: en Pet Novi2 Ord Noy 12 

Wywnonpe, Toomas Hersert, Ryder st, St James's, Engineer 
High Court Pet Oct 17 Urd Nov 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bare, WittiaM Tuomas, Greenwich. Hotel Manager Nov 
26 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

BarraDeEutt, Wiiiiam, Lough 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Bitsrover, Wittiam Row ann, Bradford. Newsagent’s 
— Nov 27 at 3.30 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Brad- 

01 

Cuapwick, Samuet Lorp, Smallbridge, Rochdale, Cotton 
Mauufacturer Dec 8 at 11.15 Townhall, Rochdale 

Cuampertain, Sypney, Crowle, Lincs,Coal Merchant Nov 
26 at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Circo, Henry, New Mills, Derby, Boot Dealer Nov 27 at | 


11.30 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, Stockport 
Crayk, Berpent, Stockport, Fruiterer, Nov 27 at11 Off 
Rec, County chambers, Market pl, Stockport 
Crow.Ley, Mary Ann Evizapetu, Northampton, Farmer 
Nov 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 


Aberdare | 
Turyer, Joun, Long Preston, Yorks, Licensed Victualler | 


Pet | 


| JACKMAN, Joun, Ilminster, Somerset, 


rough Nov 25 at 3 Off | 


Currey, Rosert Newton, Bristol 
G rocer 
Bristol 


Denton, W 8S, Northampton Nov 25 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Bridge st, Northampton 

Dramonp, Isaac, Brick In, Bethnal Green, Timber Merchant 
Nov 26 at1l Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Dixoys, Witu1am Torset, Heckmondwike Nov 25 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 


Eave, Fraeperick Victor, and Taomas Epwarp WILLIAM 
Russe.u, Brighton, Timber Merchants Nov 25 at 12 
Off Rec, 24, Railway app. London Bridge 

Exxis, Ropert, Minehead, Somerset, Fishmonger Nov 25 
at 1230 Off Rec, 5s, Hammet st, Taunton 

Exsam, WittiaAm Dawson, Thames Ditton, Vaccination 
pwd Nov 25 at 2.30 The Griffin Hotel, Kingston, 
urrey 


| GOULDSMITH. 


1, Fruiterer, Florist, and 
Nov 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


James Strepstron, Perry Barr, Staffs, 

Jeweller’s Manager Nov 25at12 174, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Grauam, J D, Salisbury House, London Wall, Company 
Promoter Nov 25at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Greaves, Jonn Sauvet, Oldham. Cotton Yarn Reeler Dec 
latil Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 


Hartiey, Caaries, Wellington st, Strand, Theatrical 
Manager Nov 30 at 12 nkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


| Hrrmersay, Witu1am, Leicester Nov 26at12 Off Rec, 
L, : 3 


rridge st, Leicester 
HotpswortH, WALTER, Halifax, Auctioneer Nov 26 at 3 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Horroyp, Jonas, Bradford, Grocer Nov27at3 Off Rec, 
29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 


? | Howarp, Henry Cuartes. Cromhall, Glos Nov 26 at 2.30 
Auctioneer | 


Railway Hotel, Charfield, Gloucester 


| Hussarp, CHARLES Freperick, Pimlico, Oven Manufacturer 


Nov 25at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


cle Dealer Nov 25 
at 10.30 Off Ree, 5s. Hammet st, Taunton 

Jounson, James, Rother! . Yo. ks, Boot Dealer Nov 26 
at 1'.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Jounson, WATER, Leicester, Tailor Nov25at12 Off Rec, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Maynine, Wiut1am_ Ricnarp, Preston Park, Brighton, 
Estate Agent Nov 26 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 
bldgs, Brighton 


| Marcowsk!, Max, Abchurch In, Merchant Nov 26 at 12 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Marrvorski, Lazarus, Sheffield, Tailor Nov 26at 11 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Nicnotsoy, Joun Ropert, Kingston upon Hull, Draper 
Nov 25 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

NowELL, Joun, jun, Preston, Cycle Maker Nov 26 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston ° 

Pa.ey, Frank, Bingley, Yorks, Drysalter Nov 27 at 230 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 


— 


Pippock & Sons, Eastbourne, Solicitors Nov 26 at 245 
Messrs Coles & Sons, Seaside rd, Eastbourne 


Ropzyx, W, Montague pl, Russell sq, Commission A; 
Nov 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st = 

Rogers, Percy Wim, Putney, Auctioneer Nov 2 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Sauxer, Henry Witmort, Halesowen, Worcester, Fruiterey 

Nov 25 at11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Souruworth, Wiiur1am, Preston, Licensed Victualler Noy 
26 at12 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


Taytor, GzorcEr W, Pimlico, Commission Agent Noy 3 
at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
TweepaLe, J A, Mincing In, Merchant 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s5 


Waitt, Joun Georcer, Covent Garden Market, Fruit Sale 
man Nov 25 at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Water, Wiii1aM Frepernricx, Luton, Straw Hat Many 
facturer Nov 25 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge st, North 
ampton 4 

Wavueu, Grorczk Wittram, Oldham, Confectioner Dee} 
at12 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Waitworrn, Harry, Thornton Hall, Bucks Nov 25 at 3 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Witson, Witxiam, Knutsford, Cheshire Nov 25 at 3 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Menchester 

Wirtners, Grorce Henry, Wimborne, Dorset, Baker Noy 
25 at 12.30 Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 


Nov 27 at 9 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Awyprews, Samuet Arrep, Walker Gate, Northumberland, 
Draper Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 14 Ord Novis 

Baker, ALFRED, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon Hull 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Beit, Wii.1am, Aikton, Cumberland, Innkeeper Carlisle 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

Briproucs, Wittiam Rowianp, Bradford, Newsagent’s 
assistant Bradford Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Biunt, Georeg, and WILLIAM ALFRED WHEELER, Leicester, 
Hesiery Manufacturers Leicester Pet Oct 23 Ord 
Nov 12 

Botros, Artuur, Earlsdon, Coventry, Clerk Coventry 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Buse, Samugt, Wood Green, Middlesex, Builder Edmonton 
Pet Novll Ord Nov 11 

Buzwe.t, Joun Epwarp, New Malden, Surrey, Painter 

| Kingston Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 


Canter, Freperick James, Dublin, Clerk High Court Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Nov 10 

Cook, ARTHUR GILBERT, Scarborough, Sweet Manufacturer 
Scarborough Pet Nov13 Ord Noy 13 

Evsam, Witt1am Dawson, Thames Ditton, Vaccination 
Officer Kingston, Surrey Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 13 

















NOW READY. 


60th Year of Publication 


THE 


SOLICITORS 
DIARY, 


ALMANAC, 
LEGAL DIGEST, & DIRECTORY 


1904 


This old-established and important | 
Annual is now universally recognized | 
as the most useful | 

LEGAL AND COMPREHENSIVE DIARY 
ever published. 





Prices, 3s. 6d., 5s., 6s., & 8s. 6d., 
A to Diary Space and Binding ; and in the 5s., 6s., 
and 88. 6d. Editions there will be the additional features | 
of a PAGED DIARY and an INDEX to same, and the | 


8s. 6d. Edition is now arranged with each day’s Diary come | 


mencing on the left-hand side of the opening. 


WATERLOW & SONS. 


LIMITED, 
LONDON WALL, LONDON. 





important to Town Clerks, Highway 
Surveyors, and the tegal Profession. 


JUST PUBLISHED. 
“Digest of Highway 
Cases.” 


By J. E. R. STEPHENS, Barrister-at-Law, 
Author of “ Digest of Public Health Case-Law,”’ &c. 
Demy 8vo, 2i1s. net. 

This Work contains in full all the principal Statutes 
relating to Highways and Bridges, from Charta 
down to the Locomotives and Highways Act, 1898, together 
with an epitome of all the cases decided in the High Court 
from the earliest times down to.Easter Term, 1908. 

No other Digest relating to Highways has ever been pub- 
lished on the same lines as the present one. 

Extracts from Press Notices, 

SURV EYOR.—* There are few more important or inter- 
esting branches of the law than that relating to the King’s 
highway, few which cover a wider or more varied area, and 
none which stands more in need of consolidation. We can 
heartily recommend the book to highway authorities and 
their surveyors and advisers, and to all others whose duties 
are in any way connected with the subject on which it forms 
so admirable a vade mecum,” 

LOVAL GOVERNMENT J OURNAL.—“ This is one of 
the most useful books on highway law that has yet been 
published, and the digest is supplemented by all the ee 
ant highway Acts; the volume makes a complete handbook 
to highway law.” 

THE SANITARY PUBLISHING CO., Limirep, 
5, Fetter-lane, London, E.C. 





6 cen - PACIFIC LINE PLEASURE | 
CRUISES 


To WEST INDIES, TENERIFFE, MADEIRA, 
GIBRALTAR, &c. 

The Steamship ‘‘ ORIENT ” (5,631 tons register, 7,500 horse 
power) will leave London 13th January, visiting 
TENERIFFE, BARBADOS, TRINIDAD. GRENADA, 
ST. LUCIA, MARTINIGUE, JAMAICA, CUBA, ° | 

MADEIRA, GIBRALTAR, } 
Arriving back in London 7th March. 
Fares from 50 Guineas upwards. 


Renee: 
F. GREEN & CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Office: FENCHURCH AVENUE. 


NOW READY. 


LEGAL DIARY. 


_ ALMANAC, 


AND 


COMPLETE LEGAL DIRECTORY 


FOR 


1904. 


Recognized everywhere as the 
Best and Most Comprehensive 





Diary for Solicitors 


and Barristers. 





Prices: 3s. 6d., 58., Gs., and 8s, 64., 
according to Diary Space. 


Waterlow Bros. & Layton, 





For Pas apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, London, E.C.; or to the West End Branch Office, | 
28, Cockspur-street, London, 8.W. | 


LIMITED, 


24 & 25, BIRCHIN LANE, E.C. 
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EvERSON, Jom, Maindee, Newport, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet Nov Ord Nov 14 

Fisn, Fripay ‘Lass, Gt Yarmouth GtYarmouth Pet Nov 
18 Ord Nov 1 

Hirnensay, Wi aie Leicester Leicester Pet Nov 11 
Ord Nov 11 . 

Hounoy p, Joxas, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet Nov 

Ord Nov 13 
Revsen Maurice, Woolaston, nr Lydney. Glos, 


ss Newport, Mon Pet Nov 14 0; 


Insurance Agent 
Nov 14 

JouuiFre, WILLIAM CuiFFoRD, Halesowen, Worcester, Draper | 
Stourbridge Ord Nov 12 

Joygs, Hueu Grirrirx, Dyserth, blint Bangor Pet Nov 
12 Ord Nov 12 

Migs, W1LL1AM FREDERIC = Keyham, Leicester Leicester 

et Sept 26 Ord Nov 

Mire heey GrorGE, Portland, Stone Merchant Dorchester 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 1 

Morcay, FREeDrRIcK 4 lla 
Court Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 12 

Momuery, WitL1Am EpeGar Baxer, Colchester, Lieutenant 
Colchester Pet Sept 10 Ord Nov 13 

Patgy, Frank, Bingley, Yorks, Drysalter Bradford Pet 
Nov13 Ord Nov 1 

PEARCE, —_ hd Pitinaien, Bristol, Bootmaker 
Bristol Pet Oct24 Ord Nov 1 

PRIESTLEY, Where, Altrincham, ‘Chester, Agent Man- 
chester Pet Oct29 Ord Nov 1 


Canning Town High 


' 


| 


Rees, Ruys, Pontycymmer, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Nov10 Ord Nov 10 
Riper, Samvuet, Sheffield, Forger Sheffield Pet Nov 13 
‘ov 13 
Rosson, oe Jounsox, Bishop Auckland, Durham, 
Hatter Durham Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 11 


ScaMBLER, Rao, Church. Lanes, Farm Labourer Black- 
burn Pet Nov12 Ord Nov 12 

Searcu, Percy, Gt Yarmouth ue Yarmouth Pet Nov 14 
Ord Nov 14 


| Snawonens, "Jomer H, § > Insurance Agent Stockport 
Pet 


ov13 Ord Ni 
Harry, Chester, Confectioner 


Sandbach, 
d Pet Nov12 Ord Nov 12 
Tuomas, THomas, Hirwain, Glamorgan, Plumber Aberdare 
Pet Nov 9 12 


| STOCKTON, 


TURNER, yay Preston, Yorks, Farmer Bradford 
Pet Nov 14 Nov 14 

Voumann, Freperick Jonx, Walthamstow High Court 
Pet Oct 15 Ord Nev 13 

| Warrer, Rosert Sasen, Gloucester, Coach Builder Pet 
Oct 27 Ord Nov 1 





| 
| 


| Fer JouN Gennas, Denton, Lancs, Manufac- | 
Speciali 


of Hatters 


Pet mages 20 Ord Nov 12 
Waveu, Gzorce Witiiam, Oldham, Confectioner Oldham 
Pet Nov1i Ord Nov 11 


ties Ashton under Lyne Pet 


WELsBy, Ny Apert, Manchester Manchester Pet Nov | 
12 \ 


Nov 13 


WEstsRO0K, Fe pg Lay Heath, Builder Croydon Pet 


Noy 10 
WiuiaMs, Luzwetuy A Glam, Auctioneer Car- 


 Treherbert, 
marthen Pet Nov12 Ord Nov 12 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soicrrors’ JouRNAL and 
WerEkKtY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 


| Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 














cruelly-treated children, 


bo 
is OVER FOUR YEARS. 





Cheques and postal orders should be crossed “ 





WAIFS AND 


1. The Society is the officially y sevognioed organization of the ge | 
Church for the rescue and care 


2. It is the second largest organization of the kind in the Kingdom. 

3. Its Homes are PERMANENT HOMES, not shelters. 
4. There are nearly 700 admissions each year, and over 3,200 children | 
w under its care, so that the average period of training for each child 


5. No large institutions, but small Homes. The aa Gaany prefers to rent | 
houses rather than spend money in bricks and mortar. | 






ScHhunROn OF BNGLANWDYD 


STRAYS SOCIETY. 





Patron—HiIS MAJESTY THE KING. 


Patron of the ‘‘ Children’s Union ’’—EX.1.. 
Presidente—THEH ARCHBISHOPS OF CANTFERBURYT AND YORE. 


THE QUEEN. 





HELP URGENTLY NEEDED 


Points 


destitute, outcast, neglected, and | adverti 


. Ma 


“—_- 


10. No ae 
th eafety to to themselves. 
har thew more than half of the children under the Society’s care 
were received ENTIRELY FREE of PAYMENT. 
. No street collections, 


for the support of over 3,200 Children in the Society’s Homes and boarded out. 
WORTHY OF NOTE. 
6. Working expenses kept as low as possible. Very little spent in 


sing. 

7. The annual balance-sheet shews working expenses in detail apart 
from the cost of maintaining the a any 

S Accounts kept with strict 


accuracy, there being a fortnightly audit. 
by responsible © ~~~ meeting fortni; 


tly. 
can be emplo in the mother 


" Contributions will be gratefully acknowledged bi a. Rev. E. de M. RUDOLF, ) Secretary, Waifs pet Strays Society, Savoy Street, London, W.C. 
’s Bank, St. James's Street B: 











ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep From 5 WHITEHALL.) 
Established 1836, and further empowered by Special Act 

Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 

Share and Debenture Capital 
Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. 


£619,870. 
Loans on 


| 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 


charges. Policies Purchased. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, | 
LIMITED 


(Estasiisnuep 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary ‘Interests in Real 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. | 
LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
CAPITAL, £500,000. 








10; 
ESTABLISHED 1835. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 


perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
C. H. CLA N, 
F. H. CLAYTON, ’ | secretari 


J _. 





THIRTEENTH EDITION, 


THE CODE OF INDIAN CRIMINAL L PROCEDURE. 
With a Commentary an Noten sd and Reference to Judg- 


By | H. T. PRINSEP, Kt., Indian Civil Service 
One of H.M.’s Judges of the High Court, Calcutta, 


8Svo, 21s. net. 
MACMILLAN & CO., LIMITED, LONDON. 





| 
} 


| 


and Personal | 





19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets -« # = £158,000. 
CHAIRMAN: 

Sir aay WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr., J.P., 

2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, EAC. 
Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or ‘.— Property. 
Borrowers Interest 4 per ‘cent —- repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d. ; 15 years, 15s.6d , 
tales 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. lid. Survey Fee to £500, 


oo. 
Prospectus freeof FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 





BIRKBECK BANK, 











Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
on the minimum monthly balances, 
when not drawn below £100, 
1 4, on Deposits, repayable on demand. 2} ‘Ie 
STOCKS AND 5 aye A 
Stocks 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full partie particulars, 
Cc. A. RAVENSCROFT, Managing Director. 
Telegraphic Address: “ BirksEck, Lonpox.” 
PATENTS and TRADE-MARKS, 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Liverpoo!), 
vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 
PATENT matters. 


CURRENT ACCOUNTS. 

° fe 
Z|. l 
DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS. 

and Shares purchased and sold for 
Telephone No. 5 HOLBORN. 
W. P. THOMPSON & CO., 
LONDON and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
Representatives in all Capitals. 





ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.I.M.E., 

M.S.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Offices) , 

36, Chancery-lane, a, W.C. Letters Patent ob- 

tained and effected in all parts of the 

World. Oppositions yp Opinions and Searches 
as to novelty. 





TENTH IMPRESSION. (REVISED AND CORRECTED 
1898.) 8vo. Price 18s. 


INSTITOTES of JOSTINIAN 


With English Introduction, Translation, and Notes. 


By the Late THOMAS COLLETT SANDARS, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 


London: LONGMANS GREEN, 





& CO. 





TO_soLioiTorRs. 


MILTON & CO., 
ADVERTISING AGENTS, 
22, Glasshouse Street, Regent Street, London, 


Receive LEGAL Advertisements for all newspa’ at home 
or abroad at LOWEST OFFICE RAT. 


ONE COPY OF ADVERTISEMENT ONLY REQUIRED 
Please cut this out for future referencs. 


BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribes oo - - ONE MILLION, 
BaD OFFICE 
5, LOTHBURY, BANK, LONDON, E.C. 
WITH BRANCHES THROUGHOUT THE UNITED KINGDOM. 
The Directors invite Proposals and Applications for Agencies. 
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LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS. 
For Vacancies in Town and Country, or for Introduction 
to Gentlemen requiring above, apply to 
3. BARCOUBT Smita, 
Partnership Agent and Law Costs Draftsman. 
7, GRAY'S INN PLACE. W.C. 
Late or 63, Coancery LANE. 

N.B.—MORTGAGE SECURITIES WANTED. __ 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

—Particulars on jek oe personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, W. 


| Bigot .—Solicitor (25 ; Cambridge Graduate), 

rienced in Conveyancing, Trust, Probate, and 
Estate Daty. and willing to make himself generally useful, 
Desires Conveyancing and General Clerkship.—Apply W. D. 
Frenca, 117, Adelaide-road, 8. Hamp-tead. 


VHARLES JOHNSTONE TAYLOR, Exzq., 

Deceased, late of 17, Manchester-street, W., and of 

the United Universities Ciub.—Solicitors or Bankers who 

may have the custody of, or any information in regerd to, 

the Will of the above named are requested to ecmmunicate 
with Messrs. Baxter & Co’, 12, Victoria-street, 8.W. 


DVERTISER (19) Requires Situation as 

Junior Clerk in Solicitor’s Office in London; Type- 

writing, fair Shorthand ; salary (about) £1a week. G.C., 
18, Vere-street, W.C. 


ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880), 139, 
Regent-street, W.—Resident, Daily, and Visiting ‘Gover- 
nesses, Lady Professors and Teachers, Reépétitrices, 
Chaperons, Companions, Lady Housekeepers (English and 
Fo ) introduced for British Isles and Abroad ; Schools 
and ucational Homes recommended. 




















To Students attending Legal Classes. 


OMFORTABLE APARTMENTS, with or 
without Board ; bath-room and bicycle shed; terms 
moderate. — Apply, Mrs. L. (Widow of a Solicitor's 
mas a) 3, Alderbrooke-road, Clapham Common (West 


LAY.— — GREAT SAVING. — For 


payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 


Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 
> Ne mana 
Full Copies ¢ pa folio 

PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. "per sheet ada 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. 


£500 to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 


a permanent noe can be immediately 

Freehold or L ld Securities, Rever- 

sions, same abeokte E Life Interests, or other eligible Securities 

Ww ies not entertained. Not trust funds. — Apply, 

Wriuias P. Neat, Esq., Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall, Great 
Winchester-street, London E.C. 


£45 000, Sas Sa me om ee 
wes Fas meme pa — Ry Py Rig 
all 4 hy, Mseors eo Sons, & Co., 

Required on Mortgage of 


£13, 000 Leasehold London Property of 


will be guaranteed by —- Guarantee Society. 
eee Solicitors address Z. F. 661, care of Messrs. 
Deacon's, Soaksiatheieen. E.C. 


TRUSTEES.—The safest and least 
troublesome Investment for Trust Funds are well- 
secured Freehold Ground-Rents, which improve in value 
— Evprinee, Sons. & Co., Surveyors, 3, 
sbury, London, E.C., will be pleasd to supply 
particulars of parcels from £500 to £100, 000 in value paying 
from 3} to nearly 4 per Cent. 


GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home of 
- atery. Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manager, 
epee ~ PERFORMANCES DAILY, at 


Teeth 5 Ly of THE PHILOSOPHER’S STONE, in- 
vented and written by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. The Merriest 
R mance ever introduced. 
ew Wonders by Herr Adon oo — - 
Magic. Thought Transference by echanism 
Mysterious Drum that “an’t be Beaten. All the Gems of 
Animated oper ye &e. 
Reserved numbered seats, 5s. and 3s.; unreserved, 
2s.; best Peloony in London, ‘s. Children undée 12 half- 





ditto ; 




















"FFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
s Park, are OPEN DAILY (ex Sundays), 
from 9 «.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., 6d. 
Children always 6d. A "A Military Band will —— in the 
a 5 te o'clock + oy Saturday until further notice. 
additions are two new Grévy's Zebras, 

two two Beazilian Top Tapirs, and a Manatee. 


prompt | 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
EDE, SON, AND RAVENSCROFT. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


Sede 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 


COURT 
TAILORS. 


ROBE 
MAKERS. 


ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

COUKT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VBLVET. 
Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 
CORPURATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 











Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., & ved and 
printed. Orriciat Seaus designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practieal Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Francis J. Green, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 





Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 
TERMS: From Six Guiveas aA WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 22,000 acres, 
Fishing - 24 miles, including trout, servin, and salmon. 
References— 
Dr. Geo. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, W. 
Dr. D. Fernizr, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, 
Plas-yn-Oinas, 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., apply to 
pes PPS 'D. HOGG, M.B.CS., &e., 
Medical 8 i 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickmanswortn. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Attendant : ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Princi H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medica Relewences. For terms and particulars 
ly Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
“"Hieaseatens Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 











Licensed under the Inebriates Aets, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORO, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriet snd 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, = pa 0 
secluded part of the country, 14 hours from 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres 0 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric li tthe 
Healthy em nag and recreation. ht 
Farm, Ga: i ~) Ba Golf, 

Patients oe 


Billiards, Dark | phy, ve 
svete Terms: 1)-3 Guineas, 





enter under the ‘Acts hy 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, ‘ae, ~—-Apply to 
Resivexst Mepicau SUPERINTENDENT or SECRETARY. 





BENJAMIN GRAD, 


TRANSLATOR, 


49, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.c, 
TELEPHONE 6011 CENTRAL 
siinteil ALL ~ LANGUAGES. 


LEGAL TRA NSLATIONS. 
RUSSI4N TYPEWRITING. 
LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—N». 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&e., and hereby solicits their continued support.—N. B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration, 
Official stamps for edvettioomente and file of “London 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


LaseiteD EPPS’S tins onry. 


SORENESS AND DRYNESS. 
HOARSENESs, TICKLING AND IRRITATION. 


THROAT » COUGH 


SOFTEN AND CLEAR at crs 
ALWAYS EFFECTIV 


2 —_JUJUB ES—1 32° 


JAMES EPPS & CO., Ltd., Homcerpathic Chemists, 
London. 











ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
In connection with Trains and ’ Buses from all parts. 
Lifelike and Realistic Portrait Models of 
THEIR MAJESTIES 
The KING and QUEEN of ITALY. 
Magnificent Tableaux oe Naval, Military, and 
other Gistorical Events. 
MADAME TUSSAUD'S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
Delightful Music all day. Orchestral Performances. 
Special Quartette in 'Tea Room. 
Admission, 1s. ; “a under 12, al Extra Rooms, 6d. 
from ten till te: 
MADAME Pru SSAUD'S E XHIBITION. 


FIRE, 
Write for 


LA\ 


Suita 
THE 


Mort 





BRAND’S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
In Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYWHERE. 


BRAND & CO.. Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 





An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 





LEG 


THEI 


